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ND   101 
NEIGHBORHOOD  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM  APPLICATION 


ige  I  of  2 


Form  Approvvd 
0MB  No.  63-R12)8 


HUD-6270 


U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
NEIGHBORHOOD  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM 

NEIGHBORHOOD  DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAM  APPLICATION 


LOCALITY 

BOSTON.  MA. 


OROGRAM  NUMBER 

MASS.    R- 


POPULATION 

641.071 


DATE  RECEIVED  (To  be  filled  in  by  HUD) 

DECEMBER  1,   1972 


INSTRUCTIONS:    Prepare  original  and  9  conformed  copies  for  HUD.    Place  original  in  Binder  No.  1,  copies  in  other  binders. 
CORPORATE  NAME  OF  APPLICANT 


BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 


SUBMISSION 

[~  ]   Initial  application  (or  year  from 
in  Block  C. 


(Month,  Day,  Year) 


to 


(Month,  Day,  Year) 


.,  (or  purpose  o(  (unding  shown 


\l  I  Applicotion  (or        SeCOIld action  year  (mm   April    1973 to    March    1974 for 

(e.g.,  second,  third)  (Month,  Day,  Year)  (Month,  Day,  Year) 

purpose  o(  (unding  shown  in  Block  C,  and: 


[XJ  Change  in  boundaries  o(  urban  renewal  area  or  areas  covered  by  Neighborhood  Development  Program,  or  substantial 
changes  affecting  the  land  use  plan  provisions  o(  the  urban  renewal  plan.    Area  number(s)   East   BostOH   #1    . 

IXl  Addition  o(  urban  renewal  area  or  areas  to  Neighborhood  Development  Program.    Area  number(s). 

Dudley  #2.     Lena  Park  #3  and  Washington  Corey  #4. 


TYPE  AND  AMOUNT  OF  FUNDS  BEING  APPLIED  FOR 


TYPE 
(Check  applicable  items) 


TOTAL  AMOUNT 


TEMPORARY  LOAN 


»       8,447,415 


X!  FEDERAL  CAPITAL  GRANT,  TOTAL 


IXJ  PROGRAM  CAPITAL  GRANT 

IH  2/3  Basis  □  3/4  Basis 


I     I  Municipality  with  population 
oC 50,000  or  less 

I     I   In  redevelopment  area  with 
more  than  50,000  population 


»       8.020^645 


7,933,515 


Ca  RELOCATION  GRANT 


637,915 


\{^ 


REHABILITATION  GRANT 


87,500 


ge  2  of  2 


I.    ESTIMATED  FEDERAL  CAPITAL  GRANT  FOR  RESERVATION  YEAR 


HUD-6270 
(11-68) 


»8, 020, 645 


L    GENERAL  INFORMATION 

(Enter  information  indicated  for  each  separate  urban  renewal  area  covered  by  the  Neighborhood  Development  Program 
for  which  funds  are  being  applied  for  in  Block  C.) 


AREA 
UMBER 


CATEGORY  OF 
ELIGIBILITY 


PREDOMINANT 
TREATMENT 


CLEARANCE 
REDEVELOPMENT 


REHAB 


PERCENT  OF 

AREA   IN  MODEL 

CITIES  AREA 


ESTIMATED  PERCENT 
OF  ITEM  I 
EXPENDITURES 
ALLOCATED  BY  AREA 


URBAN    RENEWAL 
PROJECT  NUMBERS 

PRIOR  TO 
CONVERSION  TO  NDP 


IX 

I 

II 

XIV 


X 
X 


0% 

100% 

0% 

0% 


31.5 
27.3 
23.9 
i7.3 


«    APPLICATION 

The  applicant  hereby  applies  to  the  United  States  of  America  for  the  financial  assistance  indicated  in  Block  C  above, 
under  the  provisions  of  Section  131  of  Title  I  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  to  aid  in  financing  the  program 
described  in  this  application. 


t    SUPPORT  DOCUMENTATION 

Q  The  documentation  submitted  in  support  of  this  application  shall  be  considered  part  of  this  application. 


URBAN  RENEWAL  AREA  BOUNDARIES 

The  urban  renewol  areas  within  the  Neighborhood  Development  Program  ore  as  approved  by  the  governing  body  of  the 

I  Loco  I  Public  Agency  nn  December  14,  19_Zi. 

(With  initial  application  or  subsequent  application  containing  a  boundary  change,  describe  on  attached  sheets  bouruiaries 
of  urban  renewal  areas  covered  by  Neighborhood  Development  Program  and  identify  each  area  by  same  number  as  shown 
above  in  Block  EJ 


(   EXECUTION 

I 

I  IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  the  Applicant  has  caused  this  application  to  be  executed  in  its  name,  and  its  seal  to  be  Hereunto 

I  fixed  and  attested,  thi^first  ,tgy  „{  December  ,  19_Z2 


New  City  Hall.  One  City  Hall  Plaza 

Street  Address 


Boston >  Mass.     02201 

City,  State,  and  Zip  Code 


Eoh^Redevelopment  Authority 

Corporate  Name  ot  Applicant 


Signature 

Robert  T.  Kenney 

Director 


zyi 


176"  P 


HUD-Wosh.,  O.C. 
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7.  REHABILITATION  (Structures) 
Rehabilitation  to  PRS-'' 
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ND-201 ACTIVITY  PROGRAM  SUMMARY 

A.  PLANNING  AND  PROGRAMMING   ACTIVITIES 

During  the  Action  Year,  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  (BRA)  will  continue  to  meet 
with  the  established  East  Boston  Project  Area  Committee,  the  Mode!  Cities  staff,  the  Model 
Neighborhood  Board,  Lena  Park  Community  Development  Corporation,  Allston-Brighton  Project 
Area  Committee  and  other  interested  resident  groups  and  individuals  to  discuss  project  progress 
and  planning.  The  BRA,  in  cooperation  with  these  groups,  will  conduct  planning  and  design  studies 
for  the  proposed  NDP  areas  as  well  as  continue  its  ongoing  planning  for  adjacent  areas.  This 
advanced  planning  will  consist  of:  specific  design  controls  for  all  reuse  parcels,  determination 
of  density,  types  of  new  housing,  a  detailed  project  improvements  report,  preliminary  designs 
for  public  facilities  to  be  built  within  the  NDP  area,  a  housing  market  analysis,  traffic  surveys, 
a  recreation  study,  and  an  investigation  of  the  capabilities  of  local  community  groups  as  developers, 
where  applicable. 

Property  line,  topographic,  utility  surveys,  as  well  as  sub-surface  investigations  will  be  made 
of  all  three  sites  as  soon  as  funding  approval  is  received.  Existing  site  improvement  plans  will 
be  updated  according  to  information  obtained  from  these  surveys.  Coordinatidn  with  utility 
companies  will   begin  at  this  time. 

The  BRA,  after  the  initial  loan  and  grant  contract  is  signed,  will  begin  the  action  phase 
of  the  project.  The  activities  which  will  occur  during  the  Action  Year  will  be  coordinated  by 
the  BRA.  To  assist  the  BRA  in  organizing  and  programming  activities  for  the  Action  Year,  and 
to  keep  the  local  groups  informed  of  activities  at  all  times,  the  BRA  will  detail  appropriate  time 
frames  for  completion  of  activities  during  the  Action  Year.  This  schedule  will  provide  a  means 
to  measure  actual  accomplishment.  Written  progress  reports  will  be  submitted  to  the  local  groups 
at  least  quarterly,  and  BRA  staff  will  be  available  at  all  times  to  discuss  progress  of  the  program. 

B.  REAL   ESTATE  ACQUISITION  ACTIVITIES 

All  ninety-four  parcels  that  are  to  be  acquired  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $2,448,900  will  be 
acquired  during  the  Action  Year.  As  shown  in  the  tentative  schedule  attached  to  this  section, 
appraisals  and  title  searches  will  begin  shortly  after  the  NDP  is  funded  by  the  U.  S.  Department 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  (HUD)  and  will  take  approximately  three  months  to  complete. 
After  a  loan  and  grant  contract  is  executed  between  HUD  and  the  BRA,  any  appraisals  above 
$100,000  per  parcel  will  be  submitted  to  HUD  for  its  review  and  concurrence  on  price.  It  is 
assumed  that  this  review,  if  necessary,  will  take  about  six  weeks.  Once  this  is  accomplished  the 
BRA  will  begin  acquiring  parcels,  initially  acquiring  properties  necessary  for  the  utility  and  street 
improvements  proposed  herein.  It  is  expected  that  acquisition  of  all  of  the  parcels  will  take 
approximately  four  to  six   months. 

A  real  estate  officer  will  be  in  charge  of  acquisition  activities.  The  real  estate  officer  will 
be  assisted  in  condemnation  proceedings  and  other  legal  matters  by  a  staff  attorney  and  contracted 
attorney  as  needed.   Acquisition  appraisals  and  title  searches  will  be  contracted. 

C.  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT  ACTIVITIES 

The  BRA  anticipates  completing  the  entire  property  management  workload  within  the  Action 
Year,  with  no  carryover.  It  will  be  the  BRA's  policy  not  to  acquire  parcels  whenever  possible 
until  just  before  the  parcel  is  needed.  The  B.R.A.  will  adhere  to  Federal  and  State  relocation 
laws  concerning  notices  to  owners. 


The  BRA  will  pay  real  estate  taxes  on  all  properties  acquired  and  will  make  only  those 
repairs  necessary  to  maintain  the  properties  in  safe  and  habitable  conditions.  Two  full-time  staff 
members  will  be  assigned  to  property  management  activities. 

The  BRA  will  maintain  the  rent  roll  of  acquired  properties  or  determine  fair  and  equitable 
rents.  Under  no  circumstances  shall  these  rents  exceed  those  paid  by  the  occupants  to  the  former 
owner  of  the  properties,  or  25  percent  of  the  occupant's  income,  whichever  is  less.  The  BRA 
shall  continue  to  provide  all  services  and  facilities  provided  by  the  former  owners. 

D.  RELOCATION  ACTIVITIES 

All  65  families,  4  individuals  and  7  businesses  located  within  the  four  N.D.P.  areas  will 
be  relocated  during  the  Action  Year. 

The  family  relocation  staff  of  the  BRA  will  maintain  files  of  sales  and  rental  units  available 
in  Boston  and  surrounding  areas  and  refer  relocatees  to  said  units  as  they  become  available.  The 
relocatees  from  the  three  clearance  sites  will  be  given  first  preference  in  section  236  rehabilitation 
packages  now  planned  in  the  immediate  neighborhood  to  each  of  these  NOP  areas.  Some  units 
in  existing  public  housing  may  be  used  as  temporary  housing  for  low  income  families  or  individuals 
who  wish  to  move  into  the  new  housing  constructed  on  the  NDP  sites.  In  addition,  the  BRA 
homeownership  counseling  resources  will  be  available  to  assist  relocatees  wishing  to  purchase 
homes.  Whenever  necessary,  BHA  leased  housing  will  be  used  for  relocation. 

Family  relocation  activities  will  be  handled  by  the  BRA's  Family  Relocation  Department, 
including  staff  directly  assigned  to  the  site  office  supplemented  by  central  office  staff.  The  E. 
B.  PAC  and  staff  of  the  Lena  Park  Community  Development  Corporation  and  Model  Cities  will 
also  be  available  to  assist  in  relocation  for  their  respective  projects. 

The  BRA  will  complete  relocation  of  seven  businesses  during  the  Action  Year.  A  full  range 
of  relocation  services  will  be  provided  by  the  Business  Relocation  Office  of  the  BRA.  Services 
will  include  an  information  program,  a  survey  of  available  sites,  site  selection  and  administration. 
Listings  concerning  available  space  will  be  accessible  to  the  relocated  business.  The  new  housing 
will  include  some  ancillary  commercial  space,  into  which  some  of  the  businesses  may  be  relocated 
upon  completion  of  the  housing. 

E.  DEMOLITION  ACTIVITIES 

Four  separate  demolition  contracts  will  be  executed  during  the  Action  Year.  Thirty-five 
residential,  fourteen  non-residential  buildings  and  several  hundred  piles  will  be  demolished  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  $339,740.  Structures  interfering  with  the  construction  of  the  proposed  site 
improvements  will  be  demolished  first,  to  allow  for  the  construction  of  the  public  facilities  and 
streets  before  the  rest  of  the  structures  are  demolished. 

The  Engineering  Department  of  the  BRA  will  prepare  the  demolition  contracts  and  supervise 
demolition  activities.  It  is  estimated  that  the  demolition  contracts  will  be  executed  during  the 
Action  Year. 

F.  SITE   IMPROVEMENTS 

Project  improvement  plans,  consisting  of  the  installation  of  public  utilities,  construction  of 
a  sea  wall,  and  the  extension  and  reconstruction  of  streets  will  begin  during  the  Action  Year. 
Other  improvements  consist  of  the  provision  of  open  space,  street  and  park  lighting,  fire  alarm, 
police  signal,  and  traffic  signal  systems. 


Construction  of  project  improvements  will  cost  approximately  $2,390,100.  The  engineering 
surveys  and  planning  contract  preparation  will  be  performed  by  a  staff  engineer  in  the  BRA's 
Engineering  Department.  A  staff  engineer  will  supervise  the  construction  of  these  site 
improvements,  and  will  serve  as  liaison  with  consultants,  the  City  of  Boston  and  public  and  private 
utility  companies. 

G.      LAND  MARKETING 

Land  marketing  activities,  including  the  review  of  redeveloper's  plans,  will  be  undertaken 
by  the  BRA  staff,  with  the  assistance  and  recommendations  of  the  PAC,  Model  Cities  Board, 
Boston   Housing  Authority,  and  other  interested  resident  groups. 

The  cleared  and  improved  parcels  will  be  sold  to  a  developer  for  the  development  of 
predominately  low  income  elderly  or  low  to  moderate  income  family  housing.  The  parcels  will 
be  disposed  of  as  soon  as  they  are  acquired  and  prepared  for  development,  which  is  estimated 
to  occur  one  year  to  18  months  after  a  loan  and  grant  contract  is  executed.  Local  community 
developers  will  be  given  preference  in  the  selection  of  a  redeveloper. 

H.      REHABILITATION  ACTIVITIES 

At  present,  twenty-three  buildings  are  planned  to  be  rehabilitated  during  the  Action  Year. 
The  portion  of  the  NDP  sites  slated  for  the  construction  of  new  housing  are  now  occupied  by 
deteriorating  or  dilapidated  structures  and  vacant  land  and  will  be  cleared  and  made  available 
for  the  construction  of  new  low  to  moderate  income  housing.  One  building  in  the  Lena  Park 
site  and  21  buildings  located  in  the  Gouldville-Dudley  site  will  be  brought  up  to  code  standards. 
Buildings  within  the  Gouldville-Dudley  area  will  be  inspected  to  determine  code  violations  and 
a  determination  will  be  made  of  what  needs  to  be  done  to  bring  them  up  to  code  using  section 
312  loans  and  115  grants.  This  program  will  be  coordinated  with  the  Model  Cities  rehabilitation 
program. 

I.       SUPPORTING    FACILITIES 

1.  East  Boston 

A  financial  commitment  has  been  received  from  the  City  of  Boston  under  a  local  bond 
issue  to  acquire  a  site  for  a  waterfront  park  1,000  feet  from  the  proposed  NDP  site.  In  December, 
1972,  an  application  for  a  matching  grant  was  forwarded  to  the  U.  S.  Department  of  the  Interior, 
Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation.  In  addition,  the  proposed  housing  will  be  located  along  the  Lewis 
Street  mall,  started   in  an  earlier  NDP  -  elderly  housing  project. 

2.  Gouldville-Dudley 

The  BRA  has  received  a  commitment  from  the  Opportunities  Industrialization  Center 
(OIC)  to  construct  a  Community  Learning  Center  within  the  NDP  area.  This  center  will  provide 
a  Day  Care  Center  and  an   Adult  Education  Center  for  the  area. 

The  Roxbury  Community  School  intends  to  expand  its  facilities.  A  new  park  is  planned 
adjacent  to  the  Hawthorne  School,  involving  the  cooperation  of  the  Public  Facilities  and  the 
Parks  Departments.  The  Model  Cities  Administration  will  also  endorse  and  assist  in  constructing 
supporting  facilities  in  the  adjacent  area. 


3.  Lena  Park 

The  Lena  Park  Community  Development  Corporation  under  a  HUD  neighborhood 
facilities  grant  has  acquired  and  is  renovating  the  Lena  Park  Community  Service  Center  (formerly 
the  YMHA  Hecht  House  located  on  the  NDP  site.  This  facility  will  be  completed  before  the 
start  of  the  Action  Year  and  will  be  available  to  residents  living  in  the  completed  family  housing. 
This  multi-use  community  center  will  provide  a  variety  of  social,  health,  and  indoor  recreation 
services  and  facilities.  The  NDP  site  is  also  located  one  block  from  the  Harvard  Street  Health 
Center,     Franklin   Field,  the  Paine  Elementary  School  and   Franklin  Park. 

The  Public  Facilities  Department  is  currently  investigating  the  possibility  of  constructing 
a  replacement  for  the  Paine  and  Audubon  Elementary  Schools  on  an  8  acre  parcel  of  Boston 
State  Hospital  owned  land  that  is  located  less  than  one-half  a  mile  from  the  proposed  NDP  site. 
Boston  State   Hospital  officials  have  agreed  to  transfer  this  land  to  the  City  of   Boston. 

4.  Washington-Corey 

Supporting  facilities  serving  the  needs  of  the  elderly  tenants  will  be  constructed  as  part 
of  the  Turnkey  elderly  housing  development.  These  community  spaces  will  be  defined  by  the 
Project  Area  Committee,  the  BRA  and  the  BHA  during  the  preparation  of  a  developer's  kit. 
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BOSTON   NEIGHBORHOOD  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM 
Preliminary  Schedule 


1st  Quarter 

2nd  Quarter 

3rd  Quarter 

4th  Quarter 

1973 

Prepare  Application 
&  Preliminary  Review 

B.R.A.  &  City 
Council  Hearings  A 
Approvals 

H.U.D.  Review 
&  Approval 

Negotiate  Loan 
&  Grant  Contract 

Appraisals  & 
Title  Searchers 

Negotiations  & 
Acquisition 

Property  Line  & 
Topographic  Surveys 

Schematic 
Design 

Design 
Development 

1 

1974 

Relocation 

Clearance  &  Grading 

Property  Line    & 
Topographic  Surveys 

Parcel  Delivery 

Si  Master  Street  Plans 

Utilities 
Investigation 

Site  Improvements 
Drawings 

Design 
Development 

Pinal  Working 
Drawings  & 
Specifications 

H.U.D.  Approval  &  Execution  of 
Disposition  Agreement 

1 

1975 

Construction  Site  Improvements 

Housing  Construction 

\ 

1976 

Homing  Construction 

Rant-Up  &  Occupancy 
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EAST  BOSTON  II 
ATTACHMENT  TO  HUD  6275 


Administration 

Project  Director               (50%)  ($15,000)  $  7,500. 

Neighborhood  Organiz.  Specialist    (25%)  ($9,200)  2,300. 

Planner                      (50%)  ($13,000)  6,500. 

Project  Engineer               (50%)  ($16,500)  8.250. 

Total  Direct  Wages  24,550. 

Indirect  Wages  24,000. 

Total  Wages  48,550. 

Health  Insurance  (3%)  1,456. 

Retirement  Contribution  (10%)  4,855. 

Total  Personnel  Costs  54,861. 

Administrative  Overhead  (25%)  13,715. 

Total  Administrative  Budget  $  68,576. 

Legal  Services 

2  cases  x  $200  x  5  days  in  court  $  2,000. 

Survey  and  Planning 

Master  Engineering  Control  Plans 

and  General  Overall  Design  $  18,000. 

General  Borings  and  Tests  5,000. 

Special  Investigations  5,000. 

Public  Improvement  Commission  Plans  4,500. 

Total  $  32,500. 

Acquisition  Expenses 

Appraisals  $     7,000. 

Title  Information  2,000. 

Sundry  Expense  -  condemnation  2,500. 

Total  $  11,500. 

•  Temporary  Operation  of  Acquired  Property 

^Maintenance  of  Property  and  Insurance  $     1,000. 
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^ST  BOSTON  II 


Project  Improvements 

Streets  $  138,600. 

Straet  Lighting  44,200. 

Water  Service  68,000. 

Surface  Drainage  and  Sanitary  Sewers  147,500. 

Seawall  Reconstruction  470,000. 

Police  Signal  and  Fire  Alarm  10,000. 

Street,  Traffic  and  Directional  Signs  10,000. 

Construction  Contract  Documents  53,500. 

Borings  and  Tests  for  Construction  Contract  5,000. 

Special  Investigations  for  Construction  Contract  5,000. 

Inspection  of  Construction  40,000. 

Line  and  Grade  Survey  Control  for  Construction  5,000. 

Total  $  996,800. 

Disposal  Lease,  Retention 

1  2  appraisals  @  $600  $   1,200. 

Parcel  Delivery  Plans  5,000. 

Total  $   6,200. 

I  Interest 

$2,200,000  at  5%  for  1  year  $  110,000. 

:  Other  Income 

Because  of  the  short  duration  of  the  project,  there  will 
be  no  "other  income" 

I  Real  Estate  Purchases 

LPA  Estimate  of  Acquisition  Cost  $  819,000. 
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et  rcol  estote  lax  credits 
(1448.038) 

[          ] 

[              ] 

[     ...    ] 

[          ] 

[                       ] 

Relocotion  and  Community 
Orgonizotion,  excluding 
Relocation  Payments 
(1443) 

• 

15,00C 

Site  Clearance  (1450) 

146,000 

Project  Improvements  (1455) 

829,200 

Disposal,  Lease,  Retention 
Costs  (1445) 

23,800 

Rehobllitotion,  excluding 
lehoLilitolion  gronts 
'1460) 

.-- 

Inlefcil  (1420.013. 
j  1420.02) 

120,000 

j  Other  Income  (—) 
}(14I9) 

... 

;Reol  Eslote  Purchoses 
\f  1440.01) 

463,000 

\  SuLlolat  (Sum  of  tines 
'  thruu^h  13,  excluding  SB) 

• 

2.148.683 

^contingencies  (net  to 
riro-,//-,-,  of  l,nr   It) 

322.302 

I'loqiom  Inspection 
'illil) 

18,532 

Jolul  Piogroni   Expenditures 
'•^iiKi  of  /,,„s    /;.   ir,  X    If,) 

. 

2,489,517 

i 

• 

3  of  2 


ACTIVITY 
CLASSIFICATIOM 


TO  eE  COMPLETED  BY  LPA 


APPROVED 
DUDCET 

FOR 

CURRENT 

YEAR 

(o) 


ACTUAL  ANO 
ESTIMATED 
COST   TO 

END  OF 
CURRENT 
YEAR 

(b) 


ESTIMATED 

UNLIQUIDATED 

OBLIGATIONS 

AT    END  OF 

CURRENT 

YEAR 

M 


eSTIMATCO 
COST  OF 

NEW 

ACTIVITIES 

DURING 

ACTION  YEAR 

W) 


BUDGET 

REQUESTED 

(c)    *    (d) 


(e) 


MUD-SJ75 

H|.A  =  I 

TO  BE  COMPLETED 
BY  HUO 


BUDGET 
APPROVED 


(0 


Relocation  Poymentj  flOCa 
reimhunable  to  IJ'A  ) /I.iOl  I 


367.565 


R<hobili«otion  Cronts  Il00''t 
■einiLursabU  to  LPA)t}502) 


87.500 


ROVAL  OF  THE  EXPENDITURES  BUDGET  IN  THE  AMOUNTS  SHOWN  IN  COLUMN  (e)  IS  HEREBY  REQUESTED. 


December  1,  1972 


(Dote) 


ygtorT^Redevelopment  Authority 


Director 


(Title) 


EXPEr;l.|^ITURES  BUDGET  IS  HEREBY  APPROVED  IN  THE  AMOUNTS  SHOWN  IN  COLUMN  (»). 


(Date) 


(Signature) 


(Title) 
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Gouldvi  lie-Dudley 
.Attachment  to  HUD  6275 


1.  Administration 


Project  Director 

$  15,000. 

Neighborhood  Orgar 

1.  Specialist 

(50%)  ($9,200) 

4,600. 

Project  Engineer 

(50%)  ($16,000) 

8,250. 

Planner 

(lOOX)  ($13,000 

13,000. 

Family  Relocation 

Specialist 

(100%)  ($11,000) 

11,000. 

Family  Relocation 

Specialist 

(100%)  ($11,000) 

11,000. 

Family  Relocation 

Specialist 

(100%)  ($11,000) 

11,000. 

Business  Relocation  Spec. 

13,250. 

Business  Relocation  Spec. 

13,250. 

Rehabilitation  Const.  Anal. 

10,732. 

Rehabilitation  Const.  Anal. 

10.732. 

Rehab  Finance  Offi 

cer 

(50%)  ($12,087) 

6,043. 

Maintenance  Super. 

(100%) 

11.948. 

Maintenance  Man 

(100%) 

8.320. 

Maintenance  Man 

(100%) 

8.320. 

Total  Direct  Wages 

$156,445. 

Indirect  Wages 

150.000. 

Total  Wages 

$306,445. 

Blue  Cross/Blue  Shield(3%) 

9.193. 

Retirement  (10%) 

30.645. 

Total  Personnel  Costs 

$346,283. 

Administrative  0verhead(25%) 

86.000. 

Total  Administrative  Budget 


Legal  Services 

12  cases  x  $200  x  3  days 

Survey  and  Planning 

Master  Engineering  Control 

Plans  and  General  Overall  Design 

General  Borings  and  Tests 

Special  Investigations 

Public  Improvement  Commission  Plans 


Total 


$432,283. 


$  7.200. 


$  13.000. 

2.500. 
2,500. 
5.000. 

$  23.000. 
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Gouldvi  lie-Dudley 
/\ttachment  to  HUD  6275 


Acquisition  Expense 

Appraisals  $  18,000. 

Option  Negotiations  4,100. 

Title  Search  16,200. 

Sundry  Acquisition-Condemnation  7,200. 

Total  $  45,500. 

Temporary  Operation  of  Acquired  Property 

Rental  Income  ($  9,250.) 

Repairs  3,700. 

Maintenance  Supplies  3,700. 

Fuel,  Light,  Power  3,700. 

Insurance  6,000. 

Sewer  and  Water  Rentals  1,850. 

Real  Estate  Taxes  30,000. 

Temporary  Moves  4,000. 

Total  $  43,700. 

Relocation  and  Community  Organization  $  15,000. 

Site  Clearance  $146,000. 

See  Project  Improvements  Report 

Project  Improvements 

Streets  $260,000. 

Parks  and  Public  Areas  170,000. 

Street  Lighting  106.000 

Water  Service  73,700. 

Surface  Drainage  and  Sanitary  Sewers  109,500. 

Police  Signal  and  Fire  Alarm  10,000. 

Street,  Traffic  and  Directional  Signs  10,000. 

Construction  Contract  Documents  37,500. 

Borings  and  Tests  for  Construction  Contracts  2,500. 

Special  Investigations  for  Construction  Contracts  2,500. 

Inspection  of  Construction  40,000. 

Line  and  Grade  Survey  Contract  for  Construction  7,500. 

Total  $829,200. 
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Gouldvi  lie-Dudley 
Attachment  to  HUD  6275 


-3- 


9.  Disposal,  Lease,  Retention 

22  Appraisals  x  $400 
Parcel  Delivery  Plans 


11.  Interest 

$2,400,000  X  5%  for  1  year 

12.  Other  Income 

Because  of  the  short  duration  of  the  project, 
there  will  be  no  "other  income". 

13.  Real  Estate  Purchases 


Total 


LPA  Estimate  of  Acquisition  Cost 

8.  Relocation  Payments 

Business  Relocation 
Family  Relocation 

a)  Acquired  Properties 

Moving  Payments 

Replacement  Housing  for  Tenants 

Replacement  Housing  for  Owners 

b)  Possible  Rehabilitation 

Moving  Payments 

Replacement  Housing  for  Tenants 

Replacement  Housing  for  Owners 


9.  Rehabilitation 


Total 


$  8,800. 
15,000. 

$  23,800. 


$120,000. 


25  Grants  x  $3,500 


$463,000. 


$100,000. 


19,765. 
74,000. 
60,000. 

19,800. 
64,000. 
30.000. 

$367,565. 


$  87,500. 
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>H  of  2 

Form  Approved 
0MB  No.  63-R12I8 

HUD-6275 

(11-65 

"             U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
iL                     NEIGHBORHOOD   DEVELOPMENT   PROGRAM 

EXPENDITURES  BUDGET 

LOCALITY 

Boston,  Massachusetts 

PROGRAM  NUMBER 

Lena  Park 

'  Ri'CTIO.\S:    Submit  original  and  four  copies  in  Binder  No.  I  and  one  copy  in  other  binders. 

inNYFAR:  Fro™         ApH  1   1973             ',„          Marchl974 

ACTIVITY 
CLASSIFICATION 

TO  BE  COMPLETED  BY  LPA 

TO  BE  COMPLETED 
BY  HUD 

APPROVED 

BUDGET 

FOR 

CURRENT 

YEAR 

(o) 

ACTUAL  AND 

ESTIMATED 

COST      TO 

END   OF 

CURRENT 

YEAR 

(b) 

ESTtMATED 

UNLIQUIDATED 

OBLIGATIONS 

AT    END  OF 

CURRENT 

YEAR 

(c) 

ESTIMATED 

COST  OF 

NEW 

ACTIVITIES 

DURING 
ACTION  YEAR 

(d) 

BUDGET 

REQUESTED 

(c)    +    (d) 

(e) 

BUDGET 
APPROVED 

Administrative  Costs 
'1410,  li73) 

175.821 

Legol  Service  (1415.02 
hrough  1415.05) 

9.000 

iurvey  and   Planning 
1401.  1403,  1404,  1430) 

20.200 

Acquisition   Expenses 
1440.02  throui^h  1440.06) 

35.000 

Temporory  Operation  of  Ac- 
quired  Property  (1448) 

24,200 

Amount  Included  in  Line  5A 
01  reol  estate  tax  ciedits 
(1448.038) 

[          ] 

C          ] 

[              ] 

[     ] 

[                       ] 

Relocation  ond  Community 
Orgoniiotion,  excluding 
Relocotion  Poyments 
'1443) 

>ile  Clearance  (1450) 

138,300 

'rojeel  Improvements  (145S) 

433.500 

3isposol,   Lease,  Retention 
Zests  (1445) 

6,200 

'Rehabilitation,  excluding 
ehobilitation  grants 
1460) 

Interest  (1420.013, 
1420.02) 

80,000 

Other  Income  (~) 
'1419) 

^  ^  as 

Reol  Estote  Purchases 
'iUO.Ol) 

529.400 

Subtotal  (Sum  of  lines 

1  through  }J,  excluding  SB) 

. 

1,451,621 

Contingencies  (not  to 
fxr,.,:l  /.■;-  „f  /,„,.  If, 

200.000 

'■'ogiom  Inspection 
'I4IH) 

13,291 

Totol  Program   Expenditures 

rSum  of  li„,-s    1  (,   15  X  16) 

. 

1.664,912 

2  of  2 

HUD-6375 

(l|.«9i 

■ 

I 

TO  BE 

COMPLETED  BY  LPA 

TO  BE  COMPLETED 
BY  HUD 

ACTIVITY 
CLASSIFICATION 

APPROVED 
BUDGET 

FOR 

CURRENT 

YEAR 

(o) 

ACTUAL  AND 
ESTIMATED 
COST      TO 

END  OF 
CURRENT 
YEAR 

(b) 

ESTIMATED 

UNLIQUIDATED 

OBLIGATIONS 

AT    END  OF 

CURRENT 

YEAR 

(c) 

ESTIMATED 
COST  OF 

NEW 

ACTIVITIES 

DURING 

ACTION  YEAR 

W) 

BUDGET 

REQUESTED 

(c)   ♦   (d) 

(e) 

BUDGET 
APPROVED 

(0 

Relocation   Poymentj   ( I00''o 
reimhursablr  to  I.l'A  )  f  l.'jOl  i 

120.525 

Rehobililolion   Gronti  1100% 
eimbursable  to  l.PA  1/1502) 

ROVAL  OF  THE  EXPENDITURES  BUDGET  IN  THE  AMOUNTS  SHOWN  IN  COLUMN  (e)  IS  HEREBY  REQUESTED. 


December  1,  1972 


(Date) 


(Signature  of  Authorized  Official)  ^ 


Director 


(Title) 


EXPE.hJ.IJITURES  BUDGET  IS  HEREBY  APPROVED  IN  THE  AMOUNTS  SHOWN  IN  COLUMN  (f). 


(Date) 


(Signature) 


(Title) 
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LENA  PARK 
ATTACHMENT  TO  HUD  6275 

Administration 

S:?^fSoVLl?rSa„,-.  specialist  \lll]   ffJ^igS?  '"  '*""-'  '  lf£- 

Family  Relocation  Specialist  n  nnn 

Project  Engineer  (50%)  ($16,500)  8  250* 

Demolition  Inspector  (25%)  ($9,500)  2  375 

Project  Management  Director  (50%)  ($12,500)  6250 

Maintenance  Man  (50%)  ($9,000)'  J.l^g; 

Senior  Clerk  Typist  ^j'nnn' 

Total  Direct  Wages  g4  475 

Indirect  Wages  eO.OOO: 

Total  Wages  124  475 

Blue  Cross/Blue  Shield  (3%)  3'735 

Retirement  (10%)  12!447.* 

Total  Personnel  Costs  140  557 

Administrative  Overhead  (25%)  35^164.* 

Total  Administrative  Budget  $175  821 

Legal  Services 

The  Authority  estimates  that  15  real  estate  cases  will  require 

litigation.  15  cases  x  $200  per  day  and  3  days  $  g^oOO. 

Survey  and  Planning 

-  Master  Engineering 

Control  Plans  for  General  Overall  Design  $7  700 

-  General  Borings  and  Tests  5*OOo' 

-  Special  Investigations  5.*OOo' 

-  Public  Improvement  Commission  Plans  2!500.* 

"•"otal  J  20,200. 

Acquisition  Expenses 

r  Appraisals   (1440.02)  $14  qqq 

!-  Option  Negotiations   (1440.03)  4*500 

•  Title  Information  (1440.04)  9*000* 

■  Sundry  Expenses  -  condemnation  (1440.06)                  7.'500.' 

"""^^^^  $  35.000. 
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!1a  park 


;^  Temporary  Operation  of  Acquired  Property 


Rental   Income 

($10,350. 

23  @  $450. 

Repairs 

3,450. 

Janitors  Wages  and  Supplies 

2,300. 

Fuel,  Light,  Power 

0. 

Insurance 

500. 

Sewer  and  Water  Rentals 

2,300. 

Real  Estate  Taxes  (assessed  value  x  $200  per  thousand) 

25,000. 

Rent  Write-offs 

1,000. 

Total  $24,200. 

Site  Clearance 

See  Project  Improvements  Report  $138,300. 


'Project  Improvements 

Streets  $146,100. 

Parks  and  Public  Areas  80,000. 

Street  Lighting  59,200. 

Water  Service  52,400. 

Surface  Drainage  and  Sanitary  Sewers  41,600. 

Police  Signal  and  Fire  Alarm  5,000. 

Street,  Traffic  and  Directional  Signs  1,000. 

Construction  Contract  Documents  23,200. 

Borings  and  Tests  for  Construction  Contract  5,000. 

Inspection  of  Construction  20,000. 

Total  $433,500, 


Disposal,  Lease,  and  Retention 

Disposition  Appraisals   (2  x  $600)  $     1,200. 

Parcel   Delivery  Plans  5,000. 

Total  $    6,200. 

Interest 

$1,600,000  X  5%  for  1  year  $  80,000. 
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|A  PARK 


Other  Income 

Because  of  the  short  duration  of  this  project,  no  money 
has  been  included  on  this  line. 


Real  Estate  Purchases 

Appraiser's  Valuations  $  423,500. 

LPA  Estimate  of  Acquisition  Cost  529,400. 

Based  on  recent  experience,  50%  of  the  properties  will 
be  litigated  and  court  awards  on  these  will  be 
approximately  50%  more  than  the  appraiser's  valuation. 

Relocation  Payments 

Fixed  Payment  (average  7  rooms  (?  $475)  $  10,925. 

Dislocation  Allowance  @  $200  4,600. 
Replacement  Housing  Payment  for  Tenants 

and  Certain  Others  (20  households  (?  $3,000)  60,000. 
Replacement  Housing  Payment  for  Homeowners 

(3  households  @  $15,000)  45,000. 

Total  $120,525 
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hO^LL 


Pctm  Approved 

CMS  No.  63-RI218 


HUD-477 


U.S.  DEPARTMCNT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
NEIGHBORHOOD   DEVELOPMENT   PROGRAM 

EXPENDITURES  BUDGET 


LOCALITY 

Boston.  Massachusetts 


PROGRAM  NUMBER 

Washington  Corey 


TRVCTIOSS:    Submit  original  and  four  copies  in  Binder  A'o.   /  and  one  copy  in  other  binders. 


riON  YEaR:     From 


April   1973 


•  March  1974 

_  to ■• 


1 

J 

( 
I 

ACTIVITY 
CLASSIFICATION 

TO  BE 

COMPLETED  BY  LPA 

TO  BE  COMPLETED 
BY  HUD 

APPROVED 

BUDGET 

FOR 

CURRENT 

YEAR 

(o) 

ACTUAL  AND 
ESTIMATED 
£OST      TO 

"end  of 

CURRENT 
YEAR 

(b) 

ESTIMATED 

UNLIQUIDATED 

OBLIGATIONS 

AT    END  OF 

CURRENT 

YEAR 

(c) 

ESTIMATED 

COST  OF 

NEW 

ACTIVITIES 

DURING 
ACTION  YEAR 

(d) 

BUDGET 
REQUESTED 

(c)    ♦    (d) 
(e) 

BUDGET 
APPROVED 

(f) 

MtniniiUative  Costs 
(1410.  Ii75) 

87,862 

Lego!  Service  (1415.02 
through  1415.05) 

2,000 

Survey  end   Plonning 
(1401,  1403,  1401,  1430) 

- 

* 

Acquisition   Expenses 
(1440.02  throueih  1440.06) 

104-00 

Temporary  Operotion  of  Ac- 
quired Property  (1448) 

52,900 

Amount  included  in  Line  5A 
OS  real  estate  tax  credits 
(1448.038  J 

[          ] 

C          ] 

[         -] 

[       3 

[                       ] 

) 

Relocation  ond  Community 
Organization,  excluding 
Relocation  Poyments 
(1443) 

• 

>^^wm 

1 

f 

iile  Clearance  (1450) 

S5,440 

* 

i 

1 

ij 

ii 

Project  Improvements  (1455) 

12,000 

1 

)isposol,   Lease,  Retention 
:o$ts  (1445) 

6,200 

Rehabilitation,  excluding 
cliobilitolion  grants 
1460) 

— 

nterest  (1420.013, 
U20.02) 

60.000 

Jiher  Income  (-) 
14-19) 

^  ^  ^ 

Jeol  Eilote  Purchoses 
1440.01) 

750,000 

iubtotol  (Sum  of  lines 

'  through  13.  excluding  SB) 

'. 

1,036,802 

■oiilingencics  Inot  to 
"Iff.-./  /-,';  of  lit,f   14) 

155,520 

]  rog.om  Inspcciocn 

9,879 

(olol  Program   L  xprnditures 
■W.lonir.,v    //.   ir,  ,<    l(,) 

-,202,20J 

isll. 

i 


ACTIVITY 
CLASSIFICATION 


HUO-437S 
II  l.-s^, 


locolion  Poymcnts  (lOCo 
mbtinoble  so  I.PAJ  HSOl ) 


hobililation  Gronti  (10U"i 
.nbunabU  to  LPA)(1502) 


70  BE  COMPLETED  BY  LPA 


APPROVED 
BUDGET 

FOR 

CURRENT 

YEAR 

M 


ACTUAL  AND 
ESTIMATED 
COST   TO 

END  OP 
CURRENT 

YEAR 

(b) 


ESTIMATED 

UNLIQUIDATED 

OBLIGATIONS 

AT  END  OF 

CURRENT 

YEAR 

(c) 


ESTIMATED 
COST  OF 

NEW 

ACTIVITIES 

DURING 

ACTION  YEAR 

W) 


124.825 


BUDGET 

REQUESTED 

(C)    *    (d) 


(e) 


-I 


TO  BE  COMPLETED 
BY  HUD 


BUDGET 
APPROVED 


(n 


'i  IVAL  OF  THE  EXPENDITURES  BUDGET  IN  THE  AMOUNTS  SHOWN  iN  COLUMN  (e)  IS  HEREBY  REQUESTED. 


December  1,   1972 


Boston  Relieve lopment  Authority 


(Date) 


(Local  Public  Agency) 


^-X' 


(Signature  of  Authorized  Offi 


Director 


/Title) 


I   (P^r^l.lJITURES  BUDGET  IS  HEREBY  APPROVED  IN  THE  AMOUNTS  SHOWN  IN  COLUMN  (f). 


(Dale) 


(Signature) 


(Title) 
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Washington  Corey 
Attachment  to  HUD  6275 


Administration 

Project  Director 
Neighborhood  Organ.  Spec. 
Planner 

Project  Engineer 
Business  Relocation  Spec. 
Family  Relocation  Spec. 
Maintenance  Man 
Senior  Clerk  Typist 


(50%)  ($15,000) 

$  7,500. 

(20%)  ($  9,200) 

1,840. 

(25%)  ($13,000) 

3,250. 

(50%)  ($16,500) 

8,250. 

(25%)  ($13,250) 

3,312. 

(20%)  ($11,000) 

2,200. 

(25%)  ($  9,000) 

2,250. 

(50%)  ($  7,000) 

3,500. 

Total  Direct 

Wages 

$32,102. 

Indirect 

30,102. 

Total  Wages 

62,204. 

Blue  Cross/Blue  Shield  3% 

1,866. 

Retirement  10% 

6,220. 

Total  Personnel  Costs        70,290. 
Administrative  Overhead  (25%)  17,572. 


Total  Administrative  Budget   $87,862. 


Legal  Expenses 

2  cases  x  $200  a  day  x  5  days 


$  2,000. 


Survey  and  Planning 

Minimal  engineering  work  will  be  done  in  this  project. 

Acquisition  Expense 

Acquisition  Appraisals 

Option  Negotiations 

Title  Information 

Sundry  Expenses-Condemnation 


$  6,000. 

2,900. 
1,500. 

$10,400. 
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feishtngton  Corey 
»ttachment  to  HUD  6275 


(lA.  Temporary  Operation  of  Acquired  Property 

Rental  Income 

Monthly  Rental  $915.00  x  6  = 

Repairs 

Maintenance  Salaries  &  Supplies 

Fuel ,  Light,  Power 

Insurance 

Sewer  and  Water  Rentals 

Real  Estate  Taxes 


Total 


Site  Clearance 


See  Project  Improvements  Report  for  breakdown 


($  5,500.) 

2,500. 

1,500. 

0. 

3,500. 

900. 

50,000. 

$52,900. 
$55,440. 


Project  Improvements 
Street  Improvements 


$12,000. 


Disposal,  Lease,  Retention 

Disposition  appraisals  2  x  $600 
Parcel  Delivery  Plans 


Total 


$  1,200. 
5,000. 

$  6,200. 


Interest 

$1,200,000  X  5%  X  1  year 


$60,000. 


Other  Income 

Because  of  the  short  duration  of  this  project, 
no  funds  have  been  included  on  this  line. 


I.  Real  Estate  Purchases 

Fair  Market  Value 

LPA  Estimate  of  Acquisition  Cost 


$500,000. 
750,000. 


The  Authority  feels  that  both  acquisition  parcels  will  require 
litigation.  A  50%  increase  over  the  fair  market  value  has  been 
allowed  to  cover  court  settlements.  This  percentage  is  based 
on  recent  experience  with  similar  parcels. 
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Washington 
iAttachment 


Corey 
to  HUD 


6275 


18.  Relocation 


3  businesses 

9  families  moving  payments 

Dislocation  Allowance 

Replacement  Housing  payment  for  tenants 


85.000. 

2,025. 

1,800. 
36,000. 


Total 


$124,825. 
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ND  302 
FINANCING  REPORT 


1  of  4 


Form  Approved 

Budaot  Bureau  No.  63-RI218 


HUP-6:50 


U.  S.   DEPARTMENT  OF   HOUSING  AND  URBAN   DEVELOPMENT 
NEIGHBORHOOD  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM 

FINANCING  PLAN 


PROGRAM  LOCALITY 


Bn^tnn,    Ma<;<;arhi]«;ptt«; 


PROGRAM  NUMBER 

Egst  Boston  II 


STRi'CTIO.\S:    Submit  original  and  two  copies  in  Binder  So.  I  and  one  copy  in  other  binders. 


NANriNG  PLAN  FOR  ACTION  YEAR  FROM        April     1973 

TO    March 

1974 

SECTION   A.    ESTIMATE  OF  GROSS  AND  NET  PROGRAM  COST  AND  SHARING  OF  NET   PROGRAM  COST 

ME 

ITEM 

CURRENT  YEAR   FR 

OM                        TO 

ACTION  YEAR   FRC 

)M                          TO 

APPROVED 

FINANCING 

PLAN 

(0) 

REVISED 
ESTIMATE  OF 
COLUMN  (a) 
(b) 

FINANCING 

PLAN 
REQUESTED 
(c) 

TO  BE  COmFLETEO 

BY  HUD 
FINANCING    PLAN 
APPROVED 
id) 

1 

PROGRAM  EXPENDITURES 
(From  HLiD-6275,  Expen-iitures 
Budget,  Line  17,  as  follows: 
COL.  (b)  from  CoL  (b);  CoL  (c) 
from  CoL  (e)) 

2,390,370 

2 

NONCASH  LOCAL  GRANTS-IN- 
AID  (From  Part  IV,  Schedule  1. 
Summary  of  Soncash  Crants-in- 
Aid) 

• 

1,150,185 

1 

GROSS  PROGRAM  COST 
(Line  A-1  plus  Line  A-2) 

•3,540,555 

j 

LAND  PROCEEDS.  ACTUAL 
DISPOSITION  PROCEEDS  FROM 
LAND  ACQUIRED  IN  INDICATED 
YEAR  AND  DISPOSED  OF  IN 
THAT  YEAR  (Include  sold,  re- 
tained or  leased) 

— 

1 

ESTIMATED  LAND  PROCEEDS. 
(From  land  acquired  or  Co  be  ac- 
quired in  indicated  year  but  not 
disposed  o(  in  that  year) 

—._ 

TOTAL  ESTIMATED  PROCEEDS 
RECEIVED  OR  TO  BE  RECEIVED 
FOR  LAND  ACQUIRED  AND  TO 
BE  ACQUIRED  IN  INDICATED 
YEAR.  (In  CoL  (b),  enter  Line 
A-4  plus  AS) 

90,000 

- 

1 

ADJUSTMENT  OF  ESTIMATED 
LAND  INVENTORY  PROCEEDS 
(Adjustments  in  Col.  (c)  n^ust  be 
juslifird  in  Code  .\o.  .\n^06) 

— 

1 

NET  ESTIMATED  LAND  PRO- 
CEEDS (Limy  A-ti  plus  or  minus 
Line  A-7) 

90,000 

1" 

4- 

NET  PROGRAM  COST  (Ltr.c  A-3 
minus  Line  A-8) 

3.450,555 

SHARING  OF  NET  PROGRAM 
COST  LOCAL  GRANTS-IN-AID: 
TOTAL  REQUIREDCi'Jor  1/4  of 
Line  .4-<3; 

1,150,185 

NONCASH  GRANTS-IN-AID 
(from  Line  .\-J,i 

1.150.185 

■ 

.:] 

KFAL  ESTATE  TAX  CREDITS 
(Fror,  ///V)-!'.:?",   Line  5li) 

I'l  i  edition  may  bo  uiej 


b""* 

HUD-6?30 
(B-70) 

i  [                                                                                       SECTION  A.    (Continued) 

r_      ■                               ■        _ 

ITEM 

riirr.nl  Y»or   Prnm              to                                            Action  Yaor  From               ta 

APPROVED 
FINANCING  PLAN 
(o) 

REVISED  ESTIMATE 
OF  COLUMN  (o) 
(b) 

FINANCING  PLAN 

REQUESTED 

(c) 

TO  BE  COMPLETED 
BY  HUD 

FINANCING  PLAN 
APPROVED 

(d) 

LOCAL  CASH  GRANTS-IN-AID, 

EXCLUDING  REAL  ESTATE  TAX 

CftEDJTS.  fLtn-:  A- 10  minus  sum 
of  Lines  A- 11  and  A-12)  (Sum  of 
Lines  A-ll,  A-12,  and  A-13  must 
equal  l.inr  A- 10) 



PROGRAM  CAPITAL  GRANT 
(2/3  or  3/S  of  Line  A-9) 

2.300.370 

.; 

RELOCATION  GRANT  ('from 
iiUD-6273.  Line  13  as  follows: 
'\        CoL  (b)  from  Cot.  (b); 
CoL(c)  from  CoL  (e)) 

• 

included  in 
A-1 

' 

!l        REHABILITATION  GRANT  rfrom 
HUD-6275,  Line  19  as  follows: 
Col.  (b)  from  Col.  (b); 
CoL  (c)  from  CoL  (ej) 

. 

ii       TOTAL  FEDERAL  CAPITAL 
GRANT  (Sum  of  Lines  A-14.  A-15 
and  A- 16} 

2,300,370 

• 

SECTION  B..  MAXIMUM  AMOUNT  OF  TEMPORARY  LOAN  FOR  ACTION  YEAR 

)                                                                       ITEM 

AMOUNT   REQUESTED  BY 
LPA 

AMOUNT   APPROVED  3Y 
HUO 

f       CASH  REQUIRED  FOR  PROGRAM  EXPENDITURES,  RE- 
'         LOCATION  GRANTS  AND  REHABILITATION  GRANTS 
i        (From  column  (c ),  sum  of  Lines  A-1,  A-15  and  A-ifi 

2,390.370 

ESTIMATED  VALUE  OF  UNSOLD  LAND  AT  BEGINNINGOF 
ACTION  YEAR.  (U%e  disposition  values  for  unsold  parcels 
which  were  used  in  calculating  the  disposition  proceeds  in 
the  latest  approved  financing  plan)(See  SectionA,  column(a)) 

— 

• 

S       TOTAL  CASH  REQUIREMENTS  (5um  of  Lines  B-1  and 

— *» 

■ 

R       REAL  ESTATE  TAX  CREDITS  (From  column  (c).  Line 

J       A.12) 

•  •• 

i       CASH  GRANTS-IN-AID,  EXCLUDING  REAL  ESTATE  TAX 
.\        CREDITS  r/"''om  Column  (c).  Line  A-13) 

»— — 

t       SUBTOTAL  (Sum  of  Lines  B-4  and  B-SJ 

--_ 

3       MAXIMUM  TEMPORARY  LOAN  THROUGH  DIRECT  OR 
;        PRIVATE  FINANCING  ('/-":<•  R-3  minus  B-6) 

2,390,370 

\                                      SECTION  C.    SOURCES  OF  FUNDS  FOR  REPAYMENT  OF  TEMPORARY  LOAN 

*i                                                            ITEM 

AMOUNT   REQUESTED  BY 
LPA 

AMOUNT  APPROVtu  or 
HUO 

1       TOTAL  DISPOSITION  PROCEEDS  (Sum  of  Line  A-B, 
J       Col.  (cj,  and  n-2) 

90,000 

^       PROGRAM  GRANT  (From  Line  .A-U.  coL  (c)) 

2,300.370 

3       RELOCATION  GRANT  (From  Line  A-15.  eoL  fc)) 

"  ». 

*\       REHABILITATION  GRANT  (From  Line  A-16.  eol.  (c)) 

— •— 

i.       TOTAL  rSum  of  1  ines  C-l  ihrnurh  ( 

%.!•  Mutt  rauat  I  ine  R- 

71 
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HUD-6280 

(8-70) 


APPROVAL  OF  THE  FINANCING  PLAN  IN  THE  AMOUNTS  SHOWN  IS  HEREBY  REQUESTED: 


December  1.  1972 


(Date) 


Ejoston  Redevelopment  Authority 

(Local  Public  Agency) 


(Title) 


HE  FINANCING  PLAN  AS  SHOWN  IN  THE  APPROPRIATE  COLUMNS  IS  HEREBY  APPROVED: 


(Date) 


(Signature) 


(Title) 


SUPPORTING  SCHEDULE  1.    SUMMARY  OF  NONCASH  LOCAL  GRANTS-IN 


IRT  I  -  NONCASH   GRANTS-IN-AID  SUBMITTED  FOR  FIRST  TIME  WITH  APPLICATION  FOR  ACTION  YEAR 


TYPE  OF  LOCAL  GRANTS-IN-AID 


REQUESTED  BY  LPA 


APPROVED  BY  HUD 


DONATIONS  OF  LAND 


SITE  CLEARANCE 


PROJECT  IMPROVEMENTS 


SUPPORTING  FACILITIES 


COMMUNITY-WIDE  FACILITIES 


PUBLIC  HOUSING  CREDITS 


SECTION  112  CREDITS 


TOTAL 

(Sum  of  l.inrs  I  throurh  7) 


AMOUNT  tN  LINE  8  TO  BE  USED  IN  ACTION  YEAR 
FINANCING  PLAN 


llIT  II  -  UNUTILIZCD  NONCASH   GRANT-IN-AID  FROM  INVENTORY 


Instruciions  will  be  issucii  at  a  subsequent  date  covering  the  calculation  of  the  amount  of  unutitiifd  noncash  (,rantS'in-aid 
mch  can  be  utilized  us  credits  fur  the  action  year.) 


Jano  4  of  4 

fS  .  "•" 

SUPPORTING  SCHEDULE  1.    (Continued) 

■ 

PART  III  -  NONCASH  POOLING  CREDITS  FROM  URBAN  RENEWAL  PROJECTS  AND  SUBMITTED  AS  NOP  NONCASH  GRANT-IN-AID              J 
CREDITS  FOR  THE  ACTION  YEAR                                                                                                                                                                                   " 

SOURCE  OF  POOLING  CREDIT  AND  ADJUSTMENT  TO  URBAN  RENEWAL  PROJECT  POOLING  CALCULATION 


-INE 
*0. 

ITEM 

SUM   OF 
COMPLETED  URBAN 
RENEWAL    PROJECTS 
(a) 

TRANSFERRED  TO 
NDP   FOR 
ACTION  YEAR 
(b) 

— _ 

ADJUSTED  SUM  OF   COMPLETED 
URBAN   RENEWAL  PROJECTS  TO 
BE  USED   FOR   FUTURE   POOLING 
CALCULATIONS  COL.   (o)    MINUS 
COL.   (b)                               ^^^^^« 

(e)      ^^^^™ 

1. 

ITEM  1  -  PROJECT 
EXPENDITURES 

xxxxxxxxx 

2. 

ITEM  2  -  NONCASH 

1.150,185 

3. 

GROSS  PROJECT  COST 

• 

xxxxxxxxx 

4. 

LAND  PROCEEDS 

xxxxxxxxx 

5. 

1 

NET  PROJECT  COST 

- 

xxxxxxxxx 

1 

5. 

LOCAL  GRANTS-IN-AID 
TOTAL 

• 

xxxxxxxxx 

1 

f. 

NONCASH 

1,150,185 

|.l. 

CASH 

xxxxxxxxx 

1 

• 

FEDERAL  CAPITAL  GRANT 

xxxxxxxxx 

1 

AMOUNT  OF  NONCASH   GRANT-IN-AID 

CREDITS  TRANSFERRED  FROM  URBAN 

RENEWAL  PROJECTS  POOLING  CREDITS 

TO  NDP  FOR  ACTION  YEAR  " 

$ 

(From  Line  2,  column  (b))         tl     ICJO    IftR 

This  credit  is  to  be  provided  by  Mass.   R-24 
upon  completion  -  January  1973 

,a  IV  -  TOTAL  NONCASH   GRANTS-IN-AID  FOR  ACTION  YEAR 


FROM  PART  \(Line  9) 


FROM  PART  II 


FROM  PART  Ill^Z-inf  10) 


$        1.150,185 


TOTAL  (Enter  this  figure  in  Line  A-2, 
Column  (c),  of  Form  IHn-6Jr.O.) 


1,150,185 


'   East  Boston  II 

f   Attachment  to  HUD  6280 

i 


A-l    As  relocation  costs  are  shared,  they  have  been  included  in  this  line. 


A-6    Disposition 

180  dwelling  units  0  $500 
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(H.70< 

f            U.S.   DEPARTMENT  OF   HOUSING   AND   URBAN   DEVELOPMENT 
NEIGHBORHOOD  DEVtLOPMENT   PROGRAM 

PROGRAM  LOCALITY 

Boston.  MassachusPtt^ 

,                               FINANCING  PLAN 

L___ 

PROGRAM  NUMBER 

Gouldville-Dudlev 

TRiCTlOyS:    Submit  o'iginal  and  two  copies  in  Binder  So.  J  and  one  copy  in  other  binders. 


^AK'Nf-  PI  AW  FOR  ArilOM  YFAR  FROM         April     1973 

TO        March  1974 

SECTION  A.    ESTIMATE  OF   GROSS  AND  NE^  PROGRAM  COST  AND  SHARING  OF   NET   PROGRAM  COST 

r 

ITCM 

CURRENT  YEAR   FR 

OM                      TO 

ACTION  YEAR   FRC 

■)M                        TO 

APPROVED 

FINANCING 

f»LAN 

(0) 

REVISED 
ESTIMATE  OF 
COLUMN  (o) 
(b) 

FINANCING 

PLAN 
REQUESTED 
(c) 

TO  BE  COMPLETED 

OY  HUP 
FINANCING    PLAN 
APPFfOVCD 
(d) 

PROGRAM  EXPENDITURES 
(From  nUD-6275.  Expen-hlures 
lludeel.  Line  17,  as  jollows: 
"CO'Clfb)  from  Col.  (b);  Col.  (c) 
from  Col.  (e)) 

2,857,082 

NONCASH  LOCAL  GRANTS-IN- 
AID  (From  Pert  IV,  Schedule  1, 
Summary  of  .\oncash  Crants-in- 
Aid) 

• 

1,3RR,341 

GROSS  PROGRAM  COST 
(Line  A-1  plus  Line  A-2) 

•4,242,423 

LAND  PROCEEDS.  ACTUAL 
DISPOSITION  PROCEEDS  FROM 
LAND  ACQUIRED  IN  INDICATED 
YEAR  AND  dIsPOSED  OF  IN 
THAT  YEAR  (Include  sold,  re- 
tained or  leased) 

- 

■ 

.ESTIMATED  LAND  PROCEEDS. 
(From  land  acquired  or  Co  be  ac- 
quired in  indicated  year  but  not 
disposed  of  in  that  year) 

. 

1 

TOTAL  ESTIMATED  PROCEEDS 
RECEIVED  OR  TO  BE  RECEIVED 
FOR  LAND  ACQUIRED  AND  TO 
BE  ACQUIRED  IN  INDICATED 
YEAR.  (In  Cot.  (b),  enter  Line 
A-4  plus  A-5) 

86,400 

- 

1 

ADJUSTMENT  OF  ESTIMATED 
LAND  INVENTORY  PROCEEDS 
(Adjustments  in  Col.  (c)  must  be 
justified  in  Code  So.  SD^Ob) 

J. 

NET  ESTIMATED  LAND  PRO- 
CEEDS (Lin,;  A-6  plus  or  minus 
Line  A-T) 

86,400 

li 

NET  PROGRAM  COST  (Line  A-3 
minus  Line  A-8) 

4.156,023 

\ 

SHARING  OF  NET  PROGRAM 
COST  LOCAL  GRANTS-IN-AID: 
TOTAL  REQUIREDr/'J'"'  l/-t  oj 
Line  A-Q) 

1.385.341 

• 

1 

NONCASH  GRANTS-IN-AID 
(I  'I'm  Line    I-.'' 

1.385.341 

• 

i 

A7..U  ESTATE  TAX  CREDITS 

(i-''on  iirn-t.::.^.  i.ir.e  ^ni 

• 

0 

tJilion  moy  be  ojoj 
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HUD-6?50 
(8-70) 

SECTION  A.    (Continued) 

1  ■' 

ITEM 

riirrxnt  Y«or   From               l«                                                Action  Year   From.    ,         .  lo 

f 

APPROVED 
FINANCING  PLAN 
(o) 

REVISED  ESTIMATE 
OF  COLUMN  (o) 

(b) 

FINANCING  PLAN 
REQUESTED 

(c) 

TO  BE  COUPLETED 
BY  HUD 
FINANCING   PLAN 
APPROVED 

id) 

LOCAL  CASH  GRANTS-IN-AID, 

EXCLUDING  REAL  ESTATE  TAX 
CREDITS.  (Lir.e  A-10  r.:r.us  sum 
of  Lines  A- 11  and  A-12j  (Sum  of 
Lines  A-Il,  A-12,  and  A-13  must 

er-irl  l.ir.r  A- 10) 

0 

PROGRAM  CAPr-TAL  GRANT 
(2/3  or  3/4  of  Line  A-9) 

2.770,682 

1 
1 

RELOCATION  GRANT  ^fro/Ti 
ll(.'D-627S,  Line  18  as  follows: 
Col    (b)  from  Col.  (b); 
Col.  (c)  from  Col.  (eJJ 

- 

« 

' 

1  , 

REHAEilLITATION  GRANT  Cfrom 
IILD-6275.  Line  10  as  follows: 
Cot.  (b)  from  CoL  (b); 
Col.  (c)  from  CoL  (ej) 

87,500 

i 

TOTAL  FEDERAL  CAPITAL 
GRANT  (Sum  of  Lines  A-14,  A-15 
and  A- 16) 

2,858,182 

• 

SECTION  B..  MAXIMUM  AMOUNT  OF  TEMPORARY  LOAN  FOR  ACTION  YEAR 

f 

ITEM 

AMOUNT  REQUESTED  BY 
UPA 

AMOUNT   APt'ROVED  BY 
HUD 

I 

CASH  REQUIRCD  FOR  PROGRAM  EXPENDITURES,  RE- 
LOCATION GRANTS  AND  REHABILITATION  GRANTS 
(Fror:i  column  (c ),  sum  of  Lines  A-I,  A-15  and  A-lf> 

2,944,582 

ESTIMATEDVALUE  OF  UNSOLD  LAND  AT  BEGINNINGOF 
ACTION  Y  EAR.  ^(,'sc  (^ispo.iiMon  values  for  unsold  parcels 
which  were  used  in  cnlculatine  the  disposition  proceeds  in 
the  latest  approved  financing  plan)(Sec  Section.4,  column(a)) 

0 

• 

TOTAL  CASH  REQUIREMENTS  ('Sum  o/ L.Viei  B-1  and 
B-2) 

2,944,582 

* 

1 

REAL  ESTATE  TAX  CREDITS  r/'rom  column  (c).  Line 
A-12) 

0 

CASH  GRANTS-IN-AID,  EXCLUDING  REAL  ESTATE  TAX 
CREOnS  (From  Column  (c).  Line  A-13) 

0 

. 

SUBTOTAL  (Sum  of  Lines  B-4  and  B-5) 

0 

MAXIMUM  TEMPORARY  LOAN  THROUGH  DIRECT  OR 
PRIVATE  FINANCING  r/.i>-e  R-3  minus  B-6) 

2,944,582 

;l 

SECTION  C.    SOURCES  OF  FUNDS  FOR  REPAYMENT  OF  TEMPORARY  LOAN 

ITEM 

AMOUNT   REQUESTED  OY 
LPA 

AMOUNT  APPROVtu  ar 
HUD 

TOTAL  DISPOSITION  PROCEEDS  (Sum  of  Line  A-8, 
CoL  (c).  cnJ  B-2) 

86,400 

PROGRAM  GRANT  (h'^ym  Line  A-14,  coL  (c)) 

2,770,682 

.       f 

RELOCATION  GRANT  r/><"n  Line  A-15,  coL  (c)} 

' 

REMAHILITATION  GRANT  ^from  Line  A-16,  fo/.  (c)) 

87,500 

' 

i 

\    TOTAL  (Sum  of  Lines  C-1  thoucK  C-4;  Must  equal  Line  [{-?) 

1     n/iA     rcift 

'3of  4 

»PROVAL  OF  THE  FINANCING  PLAN  IN  THE  AMOUNTS  SHOWy^  HEREB>\REQUESTED 

ii 

f     December  1.  1972 


HUD-6730 

(S-7D) 


(Dote) 


(Signature  of  Authorized  Offi 


Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 

(Local  Public  Agency) 


Director 


(Tide) 


UKANCING  plan  as  shown  in  the  appropriate  columns  is  HEREBY  APPROVED: 


1 

(Date) 

•       • 

(Signature) 

(title) 

SUPPORTING  SCHEDULE  1.    SUMMARY  OF  NONCASH  LOCAL  GRANTS-IN 

T  1  -  NONCASH   GRAMTS-IN-AID  SUBMITTED  FOR  FIRST  TIME  WITH  APPLICATION  FOR  ACTION  YEAR 

TYPE  OF  LOCAL  ORANTS-IN-AID 

REQUESTED  BY  LPA 

APPROVED  BY  HUD 

DONATIONSOF  LAND 

150.000 

SITE  CLEARANCE 

>^      PROJECT  IMPROVEMENTS 

I      SUPPORTING  FACILITIES 

• 

\     COMMUNITY-WIDE  FACILITIES 

1l 

i;     PUBLIC  HOUSING  CREDITS 

•!     SECTION  112  CREDITS 

>!     TOTAL 

1     (Sum  of  I. inn   I  throuch  7) 

*!    AMOUNT  IN  LINE  8  TO  BE  USED  IN  ACTION  YEAR 
1     FINANCING  PLAN 

• 

■  T  II  -  UNUTILIZCO  NONCASH   CRANT-IN-AIO  FROM  INVENTORY 

il'uctions  uill  be  issued  ut  a  subse<;uent  date  covering  the  eo 
ich  cu/i  br  ulitited  as  credits  for  the  action  year.l 

Iculation  of  the  amount  of  un 

utiliied  noncash  grants-in-aid 

.4  0 

r  4 

HUD-6780 

SUPPORTING  SCHEDULE  1.    (Continued) 

'fcl  III  -  NONCASH  POOLING  CREDITS  FROM  URBAN  RENEWAL  PROJECTS  AND  SUBMITTED  AS  NDP   NONCASH  CRANT-IN-AID 
CREDITS  rOR  THE  ACTION  YEAR 

SOURCE  OF  POOLING  CREDIT  AND  ADJUSTMENT  TO  URBAN  RENEWAL  PROJECT  POOLING  CALCULATION 

E 

ITEM 

SUM   OF 
COMPLETED  URBAN 
RENEWAL    PROJECTS 
(o) 

TRANSFERRED  TO 

NDP   FOR 

ACTION  YEAR 

(b) 

ADJUSTED  SUM  OF  COMPLETED 
URBAN   RENEWAL   PROJECTS  TO 
BE   USED   FOR   FUTURE   POOLING 
CALCULATIONS  COL.   (o)    MINUS 
COL.   (b) 

(c) 

ITEM  1  -  PROJECT 
EXPENDITURES 

XXXXXXXXX 

ITEM  2  -  NONCASH 

GROSS  PROJECT  COST 

• 

xxxxxxxxx 

LAND  PROCEEDS 

XXXXXXXXX 

NET  PROJECT  COST 

. 

xxxxxxxxx 

■ 

LOCAL  GRANTS-IN-AID 
TOTAL 

- 

XXXXXXXXX 

NONCASH 

! 

CASH 

xxxxxxxxx 

• 

FEDERAL  CAPITAL  GRANT 

• 

XXXXXXXXX 

1 

11 

AMOUNT  OF  NONCASH  GRANT-IN-AID 

CREDITS  TRANSFERRED  FROM  URBAN 

RENEWAL  PROJECTS  POOLING  CREDITS 

TO  NDP  FOR  ACTION  YEAR  -                                                                                                    ... 

$                                                                                          • 

(From  Line  2,  column  (b)) 

This  credit  will  be  provided  by  R-24  upon  completion  January  1973. 

IV -TOTAL  NONCASH  GRANTS-IN-AID  FOR  ACTION  YEAR 

t- 

FROM  PART  ULin*  9;                                    4                                                                                                              '         . 

FROM  PART  II                                                 f 

PROM  PART  III /'/.me  10)                                  $                        . 

TOTAL  (F.nirr  this  /ij:ur«  in  1 
Column  (c),  of  Form  IUl)-6Jn 

r.inr  A-2. 
0.) 

Soul dvi  lie-Dudley 
littachment  to  HUD  6280 


l-l    As  relocation  costs  are  to  be  shared,  they  are  included  in  this  figure. 


r6    Disposition 

R-1 

$  2,614. 

R-2 

3.254. 

R-3 

11,644. 

R-4 

6,577. 

R-5 

4,760. 

R-6 

6,045. 

RC-1 

16,406. 

R-7 

1,800. 

A-1 

2,000. 

Rl-1 

23,600. 

P-1 

7,700. 

$86,400. 
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Form  Approved 
^c]of4                                                                                           Budtioi  Uorfou  No.  63-R1218 

Hur)-(!7f0 

(q-7Ci 

V.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
NEIGHBORHOOD  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM 

PROGRAM  LOCALITY 

Boston,  Massachusetts 

i                                 FINANCING  PLAN 

PROGRAM  NUMBER 

Lena  Park 

STRL'CT10.\S:    Submit  original  and  two  copies  in  Binder  So.  1  and  one  copy  in  other  binders. 

NANriNG  PI  AN  FOR  ArrioN  YPAR  FROM  April   1973              TO       March  1974 

• 

SECTION  A.    ESTIMATE  OF   GROSS  AND  NET  PROGRAM  COST  AND  SHARING  OF  NET  PROGRAM  COST 

<HB 

ITEM 

CURRENT  YEAR  FR 

OM                      TO 

ACTION  YEAR  FRC 

>M                          TO 

APPROVED 

FINANCING 

PLAN 

(o) 

REVISED 
ESTIMATE  OF 
COLUMN  (o) 
(b) 

FINANCING 

PLAN 
REQUESTED 
(c) 

TO  BE  COMPLETED 

BY  HUD 

FINANCING    PLAN 

APPROVED 

1 

PROGRAM  EXPENDITURES 
(From  lfUD-6275,  Expen-iitures 
Bud^rt,  Line  17,  as  follows: 
ZULTfbJ  from  Cot.  (b);  Col.  (c) 
from  Col.  (e)) 

1,785,437 

2 

NONCASH  LOCAL  GRANTS-IN  - 
k\0(From  Part  IV.  Schedule  1, 
Summary  of  .\  on  cash  Crants-in- 
Aid) 

• 

830,218 

I  ' 

GROSS  PROGRAM  COST 
(Line  A-1  plus  Line  A-2) 

■  2,615,655 

i 

LAND  PROCEEDS.  ACTUAL 
DISPOSITION  PROCEEDS  FROM 
LAND  ACOUIHED  IN  INDICATED 
YEAR  AND  oisPOSED  OF  IN 
THAT  YEAR  (Include  sold,  re- 
tained or  leased) 

- 

— 

'1 

.ESTIMATED  LAND  PROCEEDS. 
(From  land  acquired  or  to  be  ac- 
quired in  indicated  year  but  not 
aisposed  of  in  that  year) 

* 

^ 

!■ 

TOTAL  ESTIMATED  PROCEEDS 
RECEIVED  OR  TO  BE  RECEIVED 
FOR  LAND  ACQUIRED  AND  TO 
BE  ACQUIRED  IN  INDICATED 
YEAR,  ^/n  Col.  (b).  enter  Line 
A-4  plus  A-S) 

■ 

125,000 

- 

1 

ADJUSTMENT  OF  ESTIMATED 
LAND  INVENTORY  PROCEEDS 
(Adjustments  in  Col.  (c)  must  be 
justified  in  Code  So.  SD^Of,) 

• 

',|. 

NET  ESTIMATED  LAND  PRO- 
CEEDS (Linfj  .-1-0  plus  or  minus 
Line  A-T) 

125,000 

"i 

NET  PROGRAM  COST  (Line  A-3 
minus  Line  A-8) 

2,490,655 

SHARING  OF  NET  PROGRAM 
COST  LOCAL  GRANTS-IN-AID: 
TOTAL  REQUIRED  C/'i  or  1/4  of 
Line  A-<)) 

830,218 

1 

ii 
« 

•: 

NONCASH  GRANTS-IN-AID 
(trom  Line     l-J) 

830,218 

11 

/v7..l/,  ESTATE  TAX  CREDITS 

(yror,  mil./,:::.,  i.inc  mh 

*  -S  edition  moy   bo  UioJ 


-I 

HUO-6730 
(8-70) 

I*                                                                                             SECTION  A.    (Continued) 
i 

1' 

ITEM 

Current  Yeor  Frnm 

»n                                                AeliDn  Y«or  From ,              to 

APPROVED 
FINANCING  PLAN 
(o) 

REVISED  ESTIMATE 
OF  COLUMN  (o) 

(b) 

FINANCING  PLAN 

REQUESTED 

(c) 

TO  BE  COMPLETED 
BY  HUD 

FINANCING   PLAN 
APPROVED 

(d) 

1-      LOCAL  CASH  GRANTS-IN-AID, 
EXCLUDING  REAL  ESTATE  TAX 
CREDITS.  (Luxe  A-10  minus  sum 
of  Lines  A-U  and  A-12/  {Sum  of 
Lines  A-11,  A-12,  and  A-13  must 
equnl  Line  A-10) 



PROGRAM  CAPITAL  GRANT 
(2/3  or  3/4  of  Line  A-9) 

1,660,437 

RELOCATION  GRANT ''from 
1HJD-C2 75,  Line  18  as  follows: 
CoL  (b)  from  CoL  (b); 

I         CoL  (c)  from  CoL  (ej) 

t 

- 

included  in 
A-1 

■ 

REHABILITATION  GRANT  ('from 
l/LD-6275.  Line  19  as  follows: 
Col.  (b)  from  CoL  (b): 
1          CoL  (c)  from  Col.  (e)) 

..  — . 

TOTAL  FEDERAL  CAPITAL 
GRANT  (Sum  of  Lines  A-14,  A-15 
i        and  A- 16) 

1,660,437 

• 

SECTION  B..  MAXIMUM  AMOUNT  OF  TEMPORARY  LOAN  FOR  ACTION  YEAR 

1 

■                                                                       ITEM 

AMOUNT  REOUtSTED  BY 
LPA 

AMOUNT   APPROVED  EV 
HUD 

■        CASH  REQUIR£D  FOR  PROGRAM  EXPENDITURES,  RE- 
LOCATION GRANTS  AND  REHABILITATION  GRANTS 
,        (From  column  (c ),  sum  of  Lines  A-1,  A-15  and  A-lfi 

1,785,437 

%        ESTIMATED  VALUE  OF  UNSOLD  LAND  AT  BEGINNINGOF 
'        ACTION  YEAR.  (Use  disposition  values  for  unsold  parcels 
which  were  used  in  calculaline  the  disposition  proceeds  in 
the  latest  approved  financing  plan)(See  SectionA,  column(a)) 

TOTAL  CASH  REQU\REHEH1S  (Sum  of  Lines  B-1  and 
,       B-2) 

■1        REAL  ESTATE  TAX  CREDITS  ('fro/n  column  (c),  Line 
A-12) 

CASH  GRANTS-IN-AID,  EXCLUDING  REAL  ESTATE  TAX 
CREDITS  rfrom  Column  (c).  Line  A-13) 

SUBTOTAL  (Sum  of  Lines  B-4  and  B-5) 

_.. 

MAXIMUM  TEMPORARY  LOAN  THROUGH  DIRECT  OR 
PRIVATE  FINANCING  air.e  R-3  minus  B-6) 

1,785,437 

'                                      SECTION  C.    SOURCES  OF  FUNDS  FOR  REPAYMENT  OF  TEMPORARY  LOAN 

I                                                        ITEM 

AMOUNT  REQUESTED  BY 
UPA 

AMOUNT   APPROVtO  or 
HUD 

'       TOTAL  DISPOSITION  PROCEEDS  (Sum  of  Line  A-8, 
CoL  (c).  and  B-2} 

125,000 

i       PROGRAM  GRANT  (From  Line  A-14.  coL  (c)) 

1,660,437 

•        RELOCATION  GRANT  (Trom  Line  A-15.  col.  (c)) 

*       REHABILITATION  GRANT  (From  Line  A.}6.  col.  (c)} 

— 

' 

'       TOTAL  (Sum  of  Lines  C-l  throu{;h  C-4:  Must  equal  Line  B-7) 

1,785.437 

3  0(4 


j)pROVAL  OF  THE  FINANCING  PLAN  IN  THE  AMOUNTS  SHOWN  IS  HEREBY  REQUESTED: 

li 

1  December  1,  1972 


(Dote) 

I 

Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 


(Local  Public  Agency) 


(Title) 


HUD-6280 

(8-70) 


i  FINANCING  PLAN  AS  SHOWN  IN  THE  APPROPRIATE  COLUMNS  IS  HEREBY  APPROVED: 


(Date) 


(Signature) 


(Title) 


SUPPORTING  SCHEDULE  1.    SUMMARY  OF  NONCASH  LOCAL  GRANTS-IN 


I  -  NONCASH  GRAMTS-IN-AID  SUBMITTED  FOR  FIRST  TIME  WITH  APPLICATION  FOR  ACTION  YEAR 


TYPE  OF  LOCAL  GRANTS-IN-AID 


REQUESTED  BY  LPA 


APPROVED  BY  HUD 


DONATIONS  OF  LAND 


SITE  CLEARANCE 


PROJECT  IMPROVEMENTS 


SUPPORTINC  FACILITIES 


COMMUNITY-WIDE  FACILITIES 


PUBLIC  HOUSING  CREDITS 


SECTION  112  CREDITS 


TOTAL 

(^um  of  Lines  1  through  7) 


AMOUNT  IN  LINE  8  TO  DE  USED  IN  ACTION  YEAR 
FINANCING  PLAN 


II- UNUTILIZED  NONCASH  CRANT-IN-AIO  FROM  INVENTORY 


(ructions  will  be  issued  at  a  subsequent  date  covering  the  calculation  of  the  amount  of  unutilized  noncash  grants-in-oid 
fn  can  be  utilized  as  credits  fur  the  action  yeur,} 


•pc  4  of  4 


HUD-6780 


SUPPORTING  SCHEDULE  1.    (Continued) 


IrART  III  -  NONCASH  POOLING  CREDITS  FROM  URBAN  RENEWAL  PROJECTS  AND  SUBMITTED  AS  NDP  NONCASH  GRANT-IN-AID 
CREDITS  FOR  THE  ACTION  YEAR 


SOURCE  OF  POOLING  CREDIT  AND  ADJUSTMENT  TO  URBAN  RENEWAL  PROJECT  POOLING  CALCULATION       | 

INE 

ITEM 

SUM  OF 
COMPLETED  URBAN 
RENEWAL  PROJECTS 
(o) 

TRANSFERRED  TO 
NDP  FOR 
ACTION  YEAR 
(b) 

■ 

ADJUSTED  SUM  OF  COMPLETED 
URBAN  RENEWAL  PROJECTS  TO 
BE  USED  FOR  FUTURE  POOLING 
CALCULATIONS  COL.  (a)  MINUS 
COL.  (b) 

(e) 

1. 

ITEM  1  -  PROJECT 
EXPENDITURES 

xxxxxxxxx 

i. 

ITEM  2  -  NONCASH 

830,218 

1. 

GROSS  PROJECT  COST 

• 

xxxxxxxxx 

LAND  PROCEEDS 

xxxxxxxxx 

i- 

NET  PROJECT  COST 

xxxxxxxxx 

• 

LOCAL  GRANTS-IN-AID 
TOTAL 

xxxxxxxxx 

i  • 

1 

NONCASH 

830,218 

|- 

CASH 

xxxxxxxxx 

FEDERAL  CAPITAL  GRANT 

xxxxxxxxx 

AMOUNT  OF  NONCASH  GRANT-IN-AID 

CREDITS  TRANSFERRED  FROM  URBAN 

RENEWAL  PROJECTS  POOLING  CREDITS 

TO  NDP  FOR  ACTION  YEAR  -- 

$ 

{From  Line  2.  column  fb))                                   830,218 

These  credits  are  to  be  provided  by  Mass.  R-24 
upon  completion  -  January  1972 

'■ 

T  IV  -  TOTAL  NONCASH  GRANTS-IN-AID  FOR  ACTION  YEAR 


FROM  PART  I  (Line  9) 


FROM  PART  11 


FROM  PART  III  (Line  10) 


830,218 


TOTAL  (Knter  thu  fie.ure  in  Line  A-2, 
Column  (c),  of  Form  IIVD-CJnO.) 


U  Lena  Park 

c  Attachment  to  HUD  6280 


A-1    As  relocation  costs  are  to  be  shared,  they  have  been  included 
on  this  line. 


A-6    Disposition 

1  public  park  -  32,000  square  feet 

1  public  street  -  30,500  square  feet 

1  residential  parcel  (low-moderate  income) 

250  dwelling  units  @  $500  $125,000. 
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1 1 

ft 

Budart  Bufrou  N0.63-R1218 

(fl-70i 

U.  i.   DEPARTMENT  OF    HOUSING   AND   URBAN   DCVELOPMENT 

PROGRAM  LOCALITY 

Boston,  Massachusetts 

NEIGHBORHOOD   DEVELOPMEHT   PROGRAM 

r 

FINANCING  PLAN 

PROGRAM  NUMBER 

Washington  Corev 

Kl'CTlOyS:    Submit  o'i^tnal  and  two  copies  in  Binder  So.   I  and  one  copy  in  other  binders. 

iwriNG  PI  AH  FOR  ACTION  YEAR  FROM      Apn' 1   1973          TO       March  1974 

SECTION  A.    ESTIMATE  OF   GROSS  AND  NET  PROGRAM  COST  AND  SHARING  OF  NET   PROGRAM  COST 

CURRENT  YEAR   FR 

OM                      TO 

ACTION  YEAR   FRC 

)M                          TO 

APPROVED 

REVISED 

FINANCING 

TO  BE  COMPLETED 
BY  HUD 

FINANCING 

ESTIMATE  OF 

PLAN 

FINANCING    PLAN 

ITEM 

PLAN 

COLUMN  (o) 

REQUESTED 

APPROVED 

• 

M 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

PROGRAM  EXPENDITURES 

I 

(From  HUD-6275,  Expenditures 

. 

■  I'udf^et,  Line  17,  as  fellows: 

01..  ('.')  from  Col.  (b):  Col.  (c) 

\ 

from  Col.  (e)) 

1.327.026 

J 

NONCASH  LOCAL  GRANTS-IN- 

• 

i 

AID  (From  Port  IV,  Schedule  I, 

• 

Summary  of  Moncash  Crants-in' 

' 

Aid) 

601,013 

• 

GROSS  PROGRAM  COST 

, 

i! 

(I  ine  A-1  plus  Line  A-2) 

. 

1,928,039 

LAND  PROCEEDS.  ACTUAL 

DISPOSITION  PROCEEDS  FROM 

11 

LAND  ACQUIRED  IN  INDICATED 

YEAR  AND  DISPOSED  OF  IN 

THAT  YEAR  (Include  sold,  re- 

■ .  ■■  ■ 

tained  or  leased) 

— 

1 

.ESTIMATED  LAND  PROCEEDS. 

(From  land  acquired  or  to  be  ac- 

quired in  indicated  year  but  not 
disposed  o(  in  that  year) 

— 

- 

r 

TOTAL  ESTIMATED  PROCEEDS 

RECEIVED  OR  TO  BE  RECEIVED 

FOR  LAND  ACQUIRED  AND  TO 

BE  ACQUIRED  IN  INDICATED 

YEAR,  (in  CoL  :b.h  enter  Line 

. 

A'4  plus  AS) 

■ 

125,000 

ADJUSTMENT  OF  ESTIMATED 

LAND  INVENTORY  PROCEEDS 

• 

(Adjustments  in  Col.  fc)  must  be 

^^  ^ 

justified  in  Code  .\o.  .\nS06) 

NET  ESTIMATED  LAND  PRO- 

1    CEEDS  fLini^  A-6  plus  or  minus       i 

Line  A-7) 

125.000 

NET  PROGRAM  COST  (Line  A-3 

J 

minus  Line  A -8) 

1.803,039 

SHARING  OF  NET  PROGRAM 

• 

., 

COST  LOCAL  GRANTS-IN-AID: 

,    TOTAL  REQUIRED  f/'-J  or  //-;  o/ 

1 

l.inr  A-Q) 

601,013 

NONCASH  Gk'ANTS-IN-AID 
(1 'o.:t  I. me     \-.'t 

601,013 

• 

A'A  !/.  CSTATi;   TAX  CREDITS 

1 

Ih'r,-,-,  //r/i-i'..':.".,   line  Sli) 

• 

0 

1 

edition   nijy     1)0    UIOJ 

2  of  4 


HUD-6J;C 
(8-70 


SECTION  A.    (Continued) 


\i 

ITEM 

Current  Yeor  From , 

In 

Action  Yeor  From 

to                                  J 

1 

\  E 

i 

APPROVED 
FINANCING  PLAN 
(o) 

REVISED  ESTIMATE 
OF  COLUMN  (o) 
(b) 

FINANCING  PLAN 

REQUESTED 

(c) 

TO  BE  COMPLETED 
BY   HUD 
FINANCING  PLAN 
APPROVED 

3- 

1 

LOCAL  CASH  GRANTS-IN-AID, 

EXCLUDING  REAL  ESTATE  TAX 
CRLDITS.  (Line  A-IO  rr.ir.us   sum 
of  Lines  A-1 1  and  A-12/  (Sum  of 
i.inrs  A-1!,  A-12,  and  A-13  must 

rqunt  l.ir.r    |-  10) 

0 

PROGRAM  CAPITAL  GRANT 
P/3  or  3/4  of  Line  A-9J 

i,?n?,n?fi 

> 

PELOCATION  GRANT  rFrom 
IIUD-C275,  Line  18  as  follows: 
CoL  (b)  from  CoL  (b): 
Col.  (c)  from  CoL  (eJJ 

' 

) 

REHABILITATION  GRANT  rfrom 
lliD-6275.  Line  19  as  follows: 
Col.  (b)  from  Col.  (b); 
CoL  (c)  frnn  CoL  (e)) 

0 

TOTAL  FEDERAL  CAPITAL 
GRANT  (Sum  of  Lines  A-14.  A-15 
and  A-16) 

1.202,026 

SECTION  B..  MAXIMUM  AMOUNT  OF  TEMPORARY  LOAN  FOR  ACTION  YEAR 

ITEM 

AMOUNT  REQUESTED  BY 
UPA 

AMOUNT   APPROVED  SY 
HUD 

CASH  REQUIR€D  FOR  PROGRAM  EXPENDITURES,  RE- 
LOCATION GRANTS  AND  REHABILITATION  GRANTS 
(From  column  (c ),  sum  of  Lines  A-1,  A-15  and  A-lfi 

1,327,026 

1 

ESTIMATEDVALUE  OF  UNSOLD  LAND  AT  BEGINNINGOF 
ACTION  YEAR.  (Use  disposition  vnlucs  for  unsold  parcels 
which  were  used  in  cnlculalim  the  disposition  proceeds  in 
the  latest  approved  financing  plan)(Sce  Section.i,  column(a)) 

• 

TOTAL  CASH  REQUIREMENTS /'5um  o/ Line*  B-1  and 
B-2) 

1,327,026 

* 

REAL  ESTATE  TAX  CREDITS  rffom  column  (c).  Line 
A-12) 

■ 

CASH  GRANTS-IN-AID,  EXCLUDING  REAL  ESTATE  TAX 
CREDITS  (From  Column  (c).  Line  A-13) 

. 

SUBTOTAL  (Sum  of  Lines  B-4  and  B-S) 

MAXIMUM  TEMPORARY  LOAN  THROUGH  DIRECT  OR 
PRIVATE  FINANCING /'/.'>.e  R-3  minus  B-6) 

1,327,026 

• 

SECTION  C.    SOU 

?CES  OF  FUNDS  FOR 

R 

EPAYMENT  OF  TEMPORARY  L 

OAN 

ITEM 


TOTAL  DISPOSITION  PROCE^O^  (Sum  of  Line  A-B, 
Col.  (c).  and  B-2) 


PROGRAM  GRANT  (From  Line  A-H,  coL  (c)) 


RELOCATION  GRANT  (From  Line  A-15.  col.  (c)) 


REHABILITATION  GRANT  (From  Line  A-16.  col.  (c)) 


AMOUNT   REQUESTED   OY 
UPA 


125,000 


1,202,026 


AMOUNT   APPROVtO  OT 
HUD 


TOTAL  (Sum  of  Lines  C-1  though  C-t;  Musi  equal  Line  B-7) 


1,327,026 


|ir.c  3  of  4 
,,APPROVAL  OF  THE  FINANCING  PLAN  IN  THE  AMOUNTS  SHOVES  HEREBY^QUESTED 

li 

'        December  1.  1972 


(Date) 


(Signature  of  Authorized  Official) 


Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 

(Local  Public  Agency) 


Pi  rector 


(Title) 


THE  FINANCING  PLAN  AS  SHOWN  IN  THE  APPROPRIATE  C01.UMNS  IS  HEREBY>PPROVED 


(Date) 


(Signature) 


(Title) 


SUPPORTING  SCHEDULE  1.    SUMMARY  OF  NONCASH  LOCAL  GRANTS-IN 


*RT  I  -  NONCASH  GRANTS-IN-AID  SUBMITTED  FOR  FIRST  TIME  WITH  APPLICATION  FOR  ACTION  YEAR 


TYPE  OF  LOCAL  GRANTS-IN-AID 

REQUESTED  BY  LPA 

APPROVED  BY  HUD              ' 

1. 

OONATIONSOF  LAND 

(. 

SITE  CLEARANCE 

1. 

PROJECT  IMPROVEMENTS 

■ 

1. 

SUPPORTING  FACILITIES 

• 

'• 

COMMUNITY-WIDE  FACILITIES 

1  ■ 

PUBLIC  MOUSING  CREDITS 

472,418 

SECTION  112  CREDITS 

TOTAL 

(Sum  of  l.inrs  1  ihrouch  7) 

472,418 

AMOUNT  IN  LINE  8  TO  BE  USED  IN  ACTION  YEAR 
FINANCING  PLAN 

472,418 

■ 

^RTII  -  UNUTILIZED  NONCASH   GRANT-IN-AID  FROM  INVENTORY 


Umtructions  will  be  issued  at  a  subsequent  dole  covering  the  calculation  of  the  amount  of  unutilized  noncash  grants-in-oid 
u-hich  can  br  utilized  as  credits  for  the  action  year.) 


I> 

',i  Washington  Corey 

;|  Attachment  to  HUD  6280 


A-1 


As  Relocation  costs  are  to  be  shared,  they  have  been 
included  on  this  line. 


A-6  Disposition  Proceeds 

250  dwelling  units  x  $500  $125,000. 


Public  Housing  Credits 

Acquisition  $750,000. 

Demolition  55,440. 

Project  Improvements  12,000. 

25%  of  Adm. ,  etc.  127,396. 


944,836, 


Public  Housing  Credit  $472,418. 
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NO  303 
AREA  ELIGIBILITY  DATA 


ND-303 AREA   ELIGIBILITY   DATA 

URBAN   RENEWAL   AREA   REPORT   (PART  A) 

A.  MAP  OF   LOCALITY 

1.      City   Limits,  Proverty  and   Urban   Renewal  Areas   (See  Map   1    A  and   B). 

B.  MAPS  OF  N.D.P.  AREAS  AND   IMMEDIATE  VICINITY 

1.  N.D.P.  Site  Boundaries  (See  Maps  2  A  to   D). 

2.  Circulation    Routes  (See  Maps  3A  to   D). 

3.  Building  Conditions  (See  Maps  4A  to   D). 

C.  MAPS  OF   N.D.P.  AREA 

1.  Existing  Buildings  and  Deficiencies  (See  Map  5A  to  C,  no  buildings  exist  on  the  East 
Boston   II   site). 

2.  Inadequate  Public   Utilities  and   Maintenance  (See  Maps  6A  to  C). 

3.  Deficient  Streets   (Map  7 A  to  C). 

D.  STATEMENT     EXPLAINING     SELECTION     OF     EACH     AREA,     DELINEATION     OF 
BOUNDARIES  AND   RELATIONSHIP   TO   LOCAL   RENEWAL   OBJECTIVES 

1.       East  Boston   II 

a.       Justification  for   Expansion  of  Old  Area 

The  combination  of  several  interrelated  factors  in  recent  years  has  resulted  in  the 
current  proposal  for  renewal  action.  Specifically,  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  has  recently  funded  an  urban  renewal  project  (under  the  Neighborhood 
Development  Program)  which  is  in  its  execution  stages  on  an  adjacent  site.  This  project 
will  provide  280  units  of  low  rent  housing  for  the  elderly  and  20  units  of  low  rent 
family  units  under  the  Turnkey  program  in  cooperation  with  the  Boston  Housing 
Authority.  In  addition,  commercial  space  will  be  provided  in  combination  with  the 
turnkey  housing  as  well  as  in  a  rehabilitated  residential-commercial  structure  on  the 
site. 

The  proposed  renewal  area  has  been  chosen  for  priority  action  by  the  City  of 
Boston,  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  and  the  East  Boston  NDP  Project  Area 
Committee.  The  area  has  been  predominantly  vacant  for  approximately  2  years  due 
to  a  recent  fire  which  destroyed  a  commercial  complex.  The  area  is  presently  used 
for  occasional  parking  and  vehicle  storage.  The  BRA  and  the  East  Boston  community 
have  been  intensively  studying  the  area  since  August,  1971,  in  part,  at  the  request  of 
the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  and  the  Massachusetts  Department 
of  Community  Affairs.  All  these  groups  have  recognized  the  blighted  effect  that  the 
proposed  renewal  area,  if  left  untreated,  would  have  on  the  funded  renewal  project 
and  adjoining  residential  and  commercial  areas. 
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QTY  UMITS,  CENTRAL  BUSINESS  DISTRICT 
AND  URBAN  RENEWAL  AREAS  Map  1  A 


1       - 

0 

1                            -       -   T- 

13                              26 

1 
MILES 

o 

Central  Business  District 

o 

Proposed  N.D.P. 

Urban  Renewal 
City  Boundary 
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N.D.P.  SITE  BOUNDARIES 


East  Boston 


Map  2  A 
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FEET 


Project  Boundary        55 


N.D.P.  SITE  BOUNDARIES 


Gouldville  -  Dudley         Map  2  B 
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N.D.P.  SITE  BOUNDARIES 


Lena  Park 


Map2C 
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1 


500  FEET 


Project  Boundary  go 


Nie^.  BOUNDARY 
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CIRCULATION  ROUTES 


East  Boston 


400 


800 


Map  3  A 
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M^Aitoy 
CoiSector  -  IHstributor 


•  •  •  «  «  a 


Bus  Route 


Project  Boundary 
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CIRCULATION  ROUTES 


Gouldville  -  Dudley 

I '    ]— 


400 


800 


Map3B 


1 


FEET 
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Local  Street 


Bus  Route 


Project  Boundary 
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CIRCULATION  ROUTES 


Lena  Park 


C 


500 


1000 


Map  3C 
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fs^tct  Boundaiy 


CIRCULATION  ROUTES 


Washington  -  Corey 
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BUILOINO  CONDITIONS 
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In  addition,  the  area,  at  its  furthest  point,  is  within  500  feet  of  a  rapid  transit 
station  (with  connections  to  all  points;  15  minutes  to  downtown)  and  the  Maverick 
Square  neighborhood  commercial  area.  Its  location  and  connections  to  adjacent 
residential  areas  and  its  views  of  the  harbor  and  downtown  skyline  make  the  site 
particularly  suited  for  a  variety  of  residential,  commercial,  and  open  space  uses.  These 
uses  are  in  accordance  with  the  East  Boston  General  Neighborhood  Renewal  Plan  and 
the  General  Plan  of  the  City  of  Boston,  as  well  as  goals  of  East  Boston  community 
groups. 

b.  Justification  for  the  Delineation  of  Boundaries 

The  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  and  East  Boston  Community  groups  have 
developed  a  plan  for  the  35  acre  area  including  the  existing  NDP  area,  now  in  execution. 
The  plan  calls  for  a  major  waterfront  park,  new  housing,  and  related  commercial  facilities. 
The  proposed  renewal  area  has  been  chosen  for  the  second  phase  implementation  of 
this  plan. 

The  site  is  bordered  on  the  north  by  the  existing  NDP  area,  now  in  execution; 
on  the  east  by  Lewis  Street,  a  seventy  foot  right-of-way  adjacent  to  land  owned  by 
the  Massachusetts  Port  Authority;  on  the  south  by  additional  vacant  land  proposed 
for  renewal  action  in  the  following  fiscal  year;  and  on  the  west  by  Mill  Street.  The 
site  is  predominantly  vacant,  although  utilized  for  occasional  parking  and  vehicular 
storage. 

c.  Relation  to   Local    Renewal  Objectives 

The  1965/1975  General  Plan  for  the  City  of  Boston,  adopted  in  1965  and  discussed 
in  current  and  past  Workable  Programs,  called  for  housing  and  open  space  on  the  East 
Boston  waterfront.  It  specifically  indicated  housing  and  a  public  open  area  from  Maverick 
Square  to  the  waterfront  along   Lewis  Street. 

The  General  Neighborhood  Renewal  Plan  for  East  Boston  (1965)  recommended 
new  housing  in  the  area  to  the  south  and  west  of  Maverick  Square  (continuing  the 
proposed   NDP  area). 

Activities  carried  out  under  the  workable  program  now  in  effect,  namely  a  study 
of  potential  elderly  housing  sites  in  East  Boston  recommended  that  the  adjacent  site 
be  acquired  for  elderly  housing.  A  site  for  this  housing  is  being  prepared  by  the  City 
under  the  Neighborhood   Development  Program. 

As  a  result  of  this  NDP,  community  interest,  and  continued  deterioration  of 
adjacent  areas,  studies  were  conducted  in  the  summer  of  1971,  and  an  expansion  of 
the  area  under  the  NDP  was  recommended. 

2.      Gouldville-Dudley 

a.       Justification  of  Selection  of  a   New  Area 

The  planning  for  the  Gouldville-Dudley  project  goes  back  to  December  1969,  when 
a  decision  was  made  to  prepare  and  submit  a  Survey  and  Planning  application  for  this 
area.  This  Survey  and  Planning  application  was  named  Gouldville  Terrace  and  was 
designated   as  Mass.    R  166   by   HUD. 
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As  Gouldville  Terrace  is  in  the  Model  Cities  Area,  this  submission  was  prepared 
with  the  full  support  of  the  Model  Cities  Agency.  Subsequently,  the  City  Council 
approved  the  project  and  forwarded  it  to  HUD.  Unfortunately,  the  Gouldville  Terrjce 
S  &   P  was  not  selected   for   funding  at  that  time. 

In  light  of  the  above,  Gouldville-Dudley  NDP  can  be  considered  an  outgrowth 
and/or  refinement  (over  time  and  changing  neighborhood  conditions  and  needs)  of  the 
Gouldville  Terrace  Survey  and  Planning  application  which  found  that  the  project  area 
contained  deficiencies  to  a  degree  and  extent  that  public  action  was  necessary  to 
eliminate  and  prevent  the  spread  of  deterioration. 

The  project  area  was  specifically  selected  for  the  following  reasons: 

1)  The  project  area  qualifies  as  a  blighted  and  deteriorated  area  as  defined  in 
Section  3-1    of  the  Urban   Renewal   Manual. 

2)  The  project  area  is  relatively  small  (18  acres)  so  that  it  can  be  carried  out 
expeditiously. 

3)  The  project  area  includes  ongoing  FHA  236  rehabilitation  efforts  with 
treatment  of  the  highly  visible  Dudley  Street  corridor,  new  housing,  open  space, 
new  public  facilities,  and   new  commercial   uses. 

b.  Justification   of   Boundaries 

The  project  area  is  so  located  and  its  boundaries  delineated  to  provide  reasonalbe 
protection   after   renewal. 

1.  The  project  area  is  part  of  a  larger  area  for  which  a  General  Neighborhood 
Plan  has  been  prepared. 

2.  The  project  area  is  situated  within  the  Boston  Model  City  area  which  assures 
that  a  concerted  effort  at  total  development  will  take  place,  which  will  assist  in 
up-grading  surrounding  areas  and  have  a  beneficial   influence  on  the  project. 

3.  The  project  area  is  situated  within  a  Certified  Area  which  will  assist  in 
up-grading  surrounding  areas  and  have  a  beneficial   influence  on  the  project. 

4.  There  is  ample  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  community  service  agencies  and 
sponsors  to  engage  in  the  physical  and  economic  development  of  the  area. 

5.  The  streets  adjacent  to  the  Gouldville-Dudley  area  have  been  chosen  as  the 
recipients  of  concentrated  Model  Cities  Emergency  Grants  and  Housing  Inspection 
code  enforcement  efforts. 

Boundaries  of  the  project  area  have  been  determined  without  consideration 
of  the  race,  creed,  color  or  national  origin  of  the  residents. 

c.  Relation  to   Local    Renewal  Objectives 

The  NDP  urban  renewal  area  is  in  accordance  with  the  objectives  and  land  use 
proposals  of  the  Gouldville-Dudley  General  Neighborhood  Renewal  Plan.  The  proposed 
reuse  of  the  NDP  urban  renewal  area  is  primarily  residential.  This  is  consistent  with 
the  1965/1975  General  Plan  for  the  City  of  Boston  and  the  General  Neighborhood 
Renewal  Plan  studies  for  the  Gouldville-Dudley  area  which  proposed  that  the  area  remain 
predominantly  residential,  that  shopping  facilities  in  the  vicinity  be  expanded,  and  that 
community  facilities  be  enlarged  and   modernized. 
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Lena  Park 

a.       Justification  for  Selection  of  New  Area 

Since  1968  the  BRA  has  been  assisting  a  local  citizens  group,  the  Lena  Park 
Association,  in  its  attempts  to  implement  a  multiphase  community  development  program 
that  would  alleviate  housing  and  recreation  problems  in  the  Franklin  Field  section  of 
Dorchester.  In  order  to  implement  this  plan,  the  Lena  Park  group  hired  a  full-time 
Executive  Director  and  reorganized  as  the  Lena  Park  Community  Development 
Corporation   in  September,   1970. 

In  1969,  the  Planning  Department  of  the  BRA  conducted  reuse  possibility  studies 
of  approximately  75  vacant  and  underutilized  parcels  within  the  City  of  Boston.  The 
Lena  Park  site  was  one  of  six  selected  as  most  promising  for  housing. 

One  reason  for  giving  this  site  high  priority  is  the  severe  housing  shortage  for  families 
of  modest  means  in  the  Franklin  Field  area  of  Dorchester.  Between  1960  and  1970, 
there  was  a  net  decrease  in  Franklin  Field's  large  bedroom  units  and  a  substantial  increase 
in  large  families  which  produced  the  largest  gain  in  the  number  of  overcrowded  units 
of  any  section   in   the  City  of   Boston. 

The  B.R.A.  has  worked  closely  with  the  Lena  Park  Community  Development 
Corporation  in  preparing  a  development  plan  and  budget  for  the  Lena  Park  N.D.P.  that 
are  both  appropriate  for  the  community  and  feasible  within  current  low  to  moderate 
income  housing  mortgage  limits. 

A  preliminary  feasilibity  study  of  the  community's  proposal  to  develop  250  to 
300  units  of  family  housing  on  the  site  indicates  that  a  low  to  moderate  income  housing 
development  would  not  be  feasible  unless  conducted  under  NDP  containing  eminent 
domain  provisions  and   land  write-down  subsidies  for  the  following  reasons: 

1)  The  NDP  makes  possible  the  acquisition  of  29  individually  owned  parcels  by 
eminent  domain,   if  necessary. 

2)  The  NDP  makes  federal  funds  available  for  relocation  payments. 

3)  The  NDP  write-down  provisions  reduces  the  developer's  seed  money 
requirements,  which  brings  the  development  of  the  parcel  within  the  financial 
means  of  a   non-profit  or  limited  dividend  development  team. 

4)  The  NDP  helps  to  make  construction  of  low  to  moderate  income  housing 
possible  by  reducing  planning,  land  acquisition  and  site  improvement  costs 
to  a  point  where  total  development  costs  are  within  low  to  moderate  income 
housing  subsidy  program   mortgage  limits. 

5)  The  NDP  subsidy  is  the  only  available  mechanism  for  reducing  site  costs  to 
a  point  where  lower  density  housing,  compatible  to  the  character  of  the 
existing  neighborhood  and   life  styles  of  the  proposed  families,  is  feasible. 

In  addition  to  the  above  economic  and  development  advantages,  there  are  several 
other  reasons  why  the   Lena  Park  proposal   is  particularly  attractive  as  an  NDP: 

1)  The  proposed  site  is  over  fifty  percent  vacant  land,  providing  for  rapid 
development  of  housing  with  a  minimum  of  demolition  and  relocation. 
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2)  The  proposed  NDP  has  well  defined  boundaries.  A  row  of  conventionally 
financed  apartments  define  the  northern  side  of  the  rectangular  shaped  site 
while  Harvard  Street  and  the  Paine  Elementary  School  provide  a  boundary 
on  the  east.  Boston  State  Hospital  provides  a  natural  southern  boundary,  while 
Franklin  Park  encloses  the  site  on  the  west  making  the  NDP  site  a 
self-contained  development  area. 

3)  The  Lena  Park  Community  Service  Center  provides  an  exciting  opportunity 
for  providing  innovative  community  services  to  occupants  of  housing  built 
within  the  proposed  NDP  area. 

4)  A  total  of  455  acres  of  open  recreational  space  are  located  either  adjacent 
to  the  proposed  NDP  or  nearby  (Boston  State  Hospital,  3  acres;  Franklin 
Park,  407  acres;  and   Franklin   Field,  45  acres). 

5)  Commercial  areas  are  within  easy  walking  distance  of  the  site. 

6)  Public  transportation  is  readily  available  one  block  from  the  site. 

7)  A  new  elementary  school  and  a  Health  Center  are  in  easy  walking  distance 
from  the  site. 

8)  The  NDP  is  part  of  a  comprehensive  community  development  program  that 
has  been  initiated  by  a  strong  neighborhood  group  and  is  supported  by  the 
community. 

9)  The  NDP  fits  into  the  BRA's  overall  strategy  for  the  Mattapan-Franklin  section 
of  Dorchester  of  stabilizing  residential  sections  around  Franklin  Field  while 
providing  community  facilities  that  meet  the  needs  of  the  neighborhood's  new 
residents. 

b.  Justification   Boundaries 

The  Lena  Park  Site  is  bordered  on  the  south  by  Boston  State  Hospital,  on  the 
west  by  Franklin  Park,  on  the  north  by  standard  private  housing  and  on  the  east  by 
Harvard  Street,  the  Paine  School  and  Harvard  Street  Health  Center.  The  NDP  is  a 
well-defined  area  including  6.7  acres  of  vacant  land,  1.8  acres  of  residential  buildings, 
a  community  service  center  located  on  2.2  acres,  and  2.2  acres  of  public  streets.  The 
NDP  area  is  a  well-defined  site  consisting  of  mostly  vacant  land  and  deteriorated  housing 
bordered  by  existing  standard  housing  and  public  facilities.  The  project  area  is  small 
enough  to  be  completed  in  one  year,  but  large  enough  to  affect  the  adjacent 
neighborhood  positively. 

c.  Relation  to   Local   Renewal  Objectives 

i 
The  General  Plan  for  the  City  of  Boston,  prepared  by  the  BRA  in  1965,  outlined 
several  areas  in  the  City  in  need  of  urban  renewal  treatment.  The  Lena  Park  NDP  area 
is  immediately  adjacent  to  the  Model  City  area  that  was  recommended  for  renewal 
treatment  in  the  general  plan.  The  NDP  plan  is  compatible  to  the  plans  for  the  model 
neighborhood. 

The  proposed  reuse  of  the  NDP  area  is  residential.  It  is  consistent  with  the 
1965/1975  General  Plan  for  the  City  of  Boston,  which  proposed  that  the  area  remain 
predominantly  residential,  that  shopping  facilities  in  the  vicinity  be  consolidated,  and 
that  community  facilities  be  enlarged  and  modernized. 
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In  addition,  the  proposed  NDP  area  will:  (1)  remove  blighted  residential  structures 
and  other  blighting  influences;  (2)  add  to  the  supply  of  housing  for  low  and  moderate 
income  families  currently  in  great  demand  in  Boston;  (3)  create  new  jobs  for  area 
residents  in  the  construction  of  the  housing;  and  (4)  extend  urban  renewal  benefits 
into  a  blighted  section  of  a  neighborhood  abutting  the  Model   Neighborhood. 

4.      Washington-Corey 

a.       Justification  for  Selection  of  New  Area 

Over  the  past  three  years  various  city  agencies,  community  groups,  and  public 
officials  have  searched  for  an  appropriate  elderly  housing  site  in  Allston-Brighton.  All 
of  these  efforts  have  failed.  Allston-Brighton  continues  to  lag  behind  other  areas  in 
the  city-wide  elderly  housing  construction  program.  In  1969  the  Boston  Redevelopment 
Authority  prepared  an  analysis  and  evaluation  of  six  possible  public  housing  sites  for 
the  elderly.  The  Boston  Housing  Authority  found  that  none  of  these  parcels  were 
suitable.  The  sites  were  too  small  or  they  were  poorly  located. 

Since  that  time,  other  sites  have  been  proposed  by  interested  citizens.  These 
suggestions  likewise  had  problems  of  ownership  and   location. 

Most  recently,  at  a  community  meeting  held  at  St.  Columbkille's  Church  on  March 
25,  1971,  a  Turnkey  developer  from  Ohio,  the  Dillon  Company,  proposed  a  14-story 
elderly  tower.  There  was  strong  opposition  to  this  development  in  the  community. 

Recognizing  the  critical  need  for  elderly  housing  and  having  seen  the  repeated 
failures  of  earlier  efforts,  the  Allston-Brighton  Local  Advisory  Committee  formed  an 
Elderly  Housing  Site  Finding  Committee.  The  purpose  of  this  group  was  to  survey  all 
possible  elderly  housing  sites  in  the  community  and  to  recommend  that  parcel  which 
was  most  desirable  as  well  as  feasible. 

A  representative  from  the  Boston  Housing  Authority  and  a  planner  from  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority  met  weekly  with  this  group  over  a  period  of  three  months. 
The  survey  and  analysis  which  this  committee  undertook  was  the  most  comprehensive 
elderly  housing  site  study  ever  undertaken  in  Allston/Brighton. 

Twenty  sites  were  located  as  shown  on  Map  7  and  evaluated  according  to  a  set 
of  criteria  shown  on  Table  1.  Of  this  list,  the  Washington-Corey  site  appeared  most 
suitable. 

After  a  preliminary  survey  of  the  Washington-Corey  Road  site,  the  Elderly  Housing 
Site  Finding  Committee  determined  that  it,  as  well  as  other  less  desirable  parcels,  were 
not  readily  available.  It  was  concluded,  therefore,  that  urban  renewal  would  be  needed 
in  order  to  acquire  and  underwrite  the  cost  of  an  elderly  housing  project  in 
Allston-Brighton. 

The  Elderly  Housing  Site  Finding  Committee  recommended  to  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority  that  it  initiate  whatever  appropriate  actions  were  required 
in  order  to  make  available  the  Washington-Corey   Road  site  for  elderly  housing. 
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TABLE   1 
CRITERIA  FOR   ELDERLY  HOUSING  SITE  SELECTION 

Community  Support 

Backing  of  Allston-Brighton   Local  Advisory  Council. 

Backing  of  Elderly   Housing  Site   Finding  Committee. 

Proximity  to: 

Public  Transit 

Retail  Stores 

Community   Facilities 

Suitability  of  Site 

At  least  1    acre  in  size. 

Hi-rise,  a   minimum  of   100  units  possible. 

Neighborhood  in  good  condition. 

Site  located  in  residential  area. 

Feasibility 

Site  acquisition  possible. 

Minimum   relocation. 

Of  major  consideration  in  the  selection  of  this  site  were  those  factors  which  made 
it  extremely  suitable  for  urban  renewal.  These  advantages  are  described  below: 

1)  The  site  is  underutilized:   31%  of  the  land  is  vacant. 

2)  The  structures  are  in  poor  condition:  60%  warrant  clearance. 

3)  The  property  contains  environmental  deficiencies:  40%  of  the  site  is  blighted. 

4)  The  site  consists  of  two  parcels  which  are  owned  by  one  family. 

5)  Relocation   is  minimal:  only  9  families  and  4  businesses. 

6)  The  site   has  the  support   of  the  major  community  leaders  and  groups  in 
Allston-Brighton. 

b.      Justification  of  Boundaries 

The  Boundaries  of  the  Washington -Corey  Site  were  easily  defined  on  the  basis  of 
condition,  current  use,  and  public  rights-of-way. 
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As  the  NDP  urban  renewal  area  map  indicates,  the  proposed  NDP  parcel  includes 
those  portions  of  the  block  which  are  clearly  blighted  and  underutilized.  Egremont  Road, 
Washington  Street,  and  Corey  Road  define  three  sides  of  the  parcel.  The  fourth  side 
is  bounded  by  apartments  which  front  on  Mt.  Hood  Road.  The  apartments  are  in  sound 
condition  having  recently  undergone  extensive  rehabilitation. 

Surveys  were  undertaken  of  parcels  to  the  north  of  the  proposed  NDP  urban  renewal 
area  in  order  to  determine  their  suitability  for  inclusion  in  the  project  boundary.  The 
parcels  evaluated  are  defined  by  the  boundaries  of  the  study  area  as  indicated  on  Map 
5  and  6.  These  properties  consist  of  12  businesses:  eleven  retail  and  one  wholesale 
use,  and  one  parking  lot. 

An  evaluation  of  these  properties  determined  that  they  were  not  substandard.  All 
the  structures  are  in  sound  condition.  In  addition  the  retail  uses  serve  as  a  major 
neighborhood  shopping  area  for  the  surrounding  residential  community. 

c.       Relation  to   Local    Renewal  Objectives 

The  proposed  use  of  the  Washington-Corey  NDP  urban  renewal  area  is  in 
conformance  with  two  major  policies  established  by  the  1965/1975  General  Plan  for 
the  City  of   Boston. 

The  General  Plan  recommended  that  the  area  within  which  the  Washington-Corey 
site  is  located  be  developed  as  a  local  community  center.  Uses  in  conformity  with  this 
objective  include  residential  activities  which  pertain  to  the  needs  of  two  or  more  adjacent 
neighborhoods. 

The  abutting  residential  areas  are  the  locus  of  the  highest  concentration  of  elderly 
in  Allston-Brighton,  many  of  whom  are  being  displaced  by  high  rents  and  the  influx 
of  students.  Therefore  a  residential  development  which  meets  the  housing  needs  of  these 
elderly  would  be  in  accord  with  the  community  center  objective.  (General  Plan  of 
Boston,  p.  38) 

The  second  major  policy  of  the  General  Plan  was  for  the  City  to  take  the  initiative 
on  improving  the  living  conditions  for  the  elderly.  The  proposed  NDP  will  provide  250 
units  of  elderly  housing  as  well  as  general  community  facility  space.  (General  Plan, 
p.  52) 

The  Washington-Corey  site  used  to  vary  from  the  General  Plan  in  that  it  would 
develop  residential  uses  in  an  area  proposed  for  commercial  use.  However,  the  Board 
of  the  B.R.A.,  as  the  Planning  Agency  for  the  City  of  Boston,  has  voted  to  amend 
the  General  Land  Use  Plan  for  commercial  use  to  a  residential  use  so  that  the  proposed 
elderly  housing  would  conform  to  the  General  Plan.  Attached  as  on  Exhibit  1  to  this 
section   is  a  copy  of  the  B.R.A.   Board  vote  to  make  this  amendment. 

E.      EVIDENCE  SUPPORTING   ELIGIBILITY  OF  URBAN   RENEWAL  AREA 

East  Boston   II 

The  project  is  eligible  as  a  category  IX  project,  a  site  which  is  vacant,  underused,  and 
inappropriately  used,  and  is  occupied  partially  by  unused  waterfront  uses.  The  site  is  proposed 
for  residential  use  with  emphasis  on  housing  for  low  and  moderate  income  families  and  will  include 
housing  for  all   income   levels. 
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'  Gouldville-Dudley 

r  This  area  is  eligible  as  a  category  I  project,  a  site  which  is  predominantly  residential  and 

\      built-up.  The  site  is  proposed  for  residential  use  with  related  service  institutions  and  a  park. 

Lena  Park 

The  Lena  Park  NDP  is  eligible  as  a  category  II  project,  a  predominantly  vacant  residential 
site  slated  for  the  construction  of  low  to  moderate  income  family  housing. 

Washington-Corey 

This  area  is  eligible  as  a  category  XIV  project,  a  site  which  is  predominantly  non  residential 
and  built-up.  The  site  is  proposed  for  elderly  housing  with  related  commercial  services. 

1.      Criteria  Developed  and  Used  for  Classifying  Structures 

Determinations  of  renewal  treatment  are  based  on  exterior  and  interior  inspections  of 
each  building.  Defects  and  deficiencies  were  noted  on  the  survey  form  (a  sample  form  is 
included  as  Exhibit  2  at  the  end  of  this  section)  and  the  building  was  classified  to  indicate 
the  seriousness  of  the  defect(s). 

a.  Building  Deficiences  to  the  Point  Warranting  Clearance  Buildings  classified  as 
deficient  to  a  degree  requiring  clearance  contain  defects  in  structural  elements  and/or 
a  combination  of  deficiencies  in  essential  utilities  and  facilities,  light  and  ventilation, 
fire  protection  or  similar  factors  which  are  of  sufficient  total  significance  to  justify 
clearance. 

To  be  classified  as  deficient,  a  structure  must  contain  one  of  the  following: 

(1)  Three  or  more  Intermediate  Defects  in  the  basic  structural  elements  of  the 
building  that  are  not  correctable  by  normal  maintenance. 

(2)  A  combination  of  three  or  more  Intermediate  Defects  plus  three  or  more 
Slight  Defects  which  taken  collectively  are  causing  the  building  to  have  a 
deteriorating  effect  on  the  surrounding  area. 

(3)  One  Construction   Defect  which  could  be  economically  corrected. 

(4)  Two  or  more  Building  Facility  Defects  which  could  be  economically  corrected. 

b.  Building  Deficiencies  to  the  Point  Warranting   Rehabilitation 

Buildings  that  contain  a  combination  of  defects  that  are  not  serious  enought  to 
warrant  clearance  would  justify  conservation  and  rehabilitation.  This  category  includes 
K  structures  classified  as  standard.  To  be  classified  as  deficient  a  structure  must  contain 

^  one  of  the  following  defects  or  a  combination  of  defects. 

c.  Building  Condition  Warranting  Classification  as  Sound 

Buildings  of  such  condition  that  no  interior  or  exterior  defects  or  deficiencies  are 
noted  and  the  construction  and  building  facilities  of  which  are  adequate  warrant 
classification  as  sound. 
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d.      Condition  of  Structures 

The  condition  of  structures  surveyed  and  subsequent  classification  (sound,  deficient, 
substandard)  was  determined  by  the  presence  of  defects  or  deficiencies  as  noted  on 
the  structural  survey  form.  These  defects  and  deficiencies  are  as  follows: 

(1)     Building  Defects 

(a)  Slight  Defects:  Conditions  which  are  normally  corrected  during  the  course 
of  normal   maintenance. 

Exterior: 

Paint:  cracked,  peeling  or  missing 

Porches  and  Steps:   slight  damage 

Windows  and   Doors:  cracked  or  broken 

Mortar  Joints:  slight  wearing  away  of  mortar  between  brick  and 

masonry. 
Gutters  and   Downspouts:   broken  or  missing 

Interior: 

Paint  or  Paper:  peeling  or  missing 

Plaster:   cracked  or  loose 

Stairs:  slight  damage 

Windows  and   Doors:  wearing  on  sills  and  frames 

(b)  Intermediate  Defects:  Conditions  in  more  than  25%  but  less  that  50% 
of  the  defective  unit  indicating  the  need  for  repairs  more  serious  in  nature 
than  those  correctable  by  routine  maintenance. 

Exterior: 

Foundations,  Walls,   Roof:   holes,  open  cracks,   loose, 

or  missing  parts,  bent  or  sagging 
Chimney:   loose  or  missing  bricks,  cracks 
Windows  and   Doors:   loose,  broken  or  missing 
Porches  and  Steps:  sagging,  broken,  or  unsafe 

Interior: 

Rafters  and  Ceiling,  Floors  and  Beams,  Wails  and  Columns:  holes, 
open  cracks,  loose,  rotted  or  missing  parts,  bent  or  sagging 
Windows  and   Doors:   rotted  or  sagging  sills  or  frames 
Stairs:   broken,  rotted,   loose,  or  missing 

(c)  Critical  Defect:  Serious  damage  in  over  50%  of  the  defective  unit 
correctable  only  by  extensive  repairs. 

Exterior: 

Extensive    Damage:    fire,    flood,    storm,    abandoned,    dilapidated, 

irrepairable.    Foundation,    Walls,     Roof:    structural    failure    - 

sagging,  buckled,  out  of  plumb 
Foundation,  Walls,  Roof:  holes,  open  cracks,  loose,  rotted  or  missing 

parts,  bent  or  sagging 
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Interior: 

Rafters  and  Ceiling,  Beams  and  Floors,  Columns  and  Walls:  structural 

failure  -  sagging,  bent,  out  of  plumb,  rotted 
Rafters  and  Ceiling,  Beams  and  Floors,  Columns  and  Walls:  holes, 

open  cracks,   loose,  rotted  or  missing  parts,  bent  or  sagging 

(2)  Construction  Defects:  Due  to  makeshift  materials  or  inadequate  conversions. 

(a)  Shack  or  hut  serving  as  principal  structure  for  use  involved. 

(b)  Structure  with  makeshift  walls,  or  built  of  scrap  lumber  or  other  scrap 
materials  or  materials  not  commonly  used  for  permanent  construction. 

(c)  Structures  with  dirt  floors. 

(d)  Inadequate  converted  sheds,  barns,  garages  or  residences  not  compatible 
with  the  use. 

(e)  Inadequate  floor  load  bearing  capacity  as  related  to  use. 

(f)  Structures  with   inadequate  foundations. 

(g)  Inability   of   non-residential   structures   to  contain  noise,  vibrations,  or 
odors  resulting  from  current  use. 

(h)     Obsolete  building  layout  for  present  use. 

(3)  Building  Facility   Defects 

(a)     Mechanical   Facilities 

No  running  water  in  non-residential  structures  nor  running  hot  and  cold 
water  in  each  dwelling  unit  of  a  residential  structure. 

No  interior  toilet  or  inadequate  toilet  facilities  in  relation  to  the  needs 
of  employees  in  non-residential  structures,  no  private  bath  or  shower  for 
each  dwelling  unit  in  residential  structures. 

Lack  of  central  heat  or  properly  installed  space  heaters  in  dwelling  units 
where  heating  is  necessary. 

No  private  kitchen,  including  cooking  facilities  for  each  dwelling  unit. 

Inadequate  wiring  or  electrical  facilities. 

Inadequate  elevator  facilities  where  such  are  considered  essential  for  the 
functioning  of  the  structures. 

Inadequate  ventilation  and  natural  light  necessary  to  the  use  of  the 
building. 

Inadequate  drainage  facilities. 

Corroded  and  deteriorating  plumbing  and  inadequate  water  pressure. 
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(b)    Safety   Facilities 

Lack  of  fire  control  facilities. 

Lack  of  fire  prevention  facilities. 

Unsafe  or  inadequate  exits  and  stairwells. 

Unsafe  heating  system. 

Unsafe  wiring  or  unsafe  electrical  facilities. 

Unsafe  stove  or  furnace  installations. 

(4)     Remarks  Section:    If,   in  making  the  survey,  there  was  doubt  concerning  a 
particular  defect,  it  was  explained  briefly  in  the   "Remarks"  Section. 

Also,  blighting  environmental  influences  affecting  the  property  being  surveyed 
were  noted  but  not  included  in  the  scoring.  The  commonly  recognized 
blighting  influences  are: 

(a)  Overcrowding  or  improper  location  of  structures  on  the  land. 

(b)  Excessive  dwelling  unit  density. 

(c)  Obsolete  building  types  which  through  lack  of  use  or  maintenance  have 
a  blighting  influence. 

(d)  Detrimental  land  uses  or  conditions  such  as  incompatible  uses,  structures 
in  mixed  use  or  adverse  influence  from  noise,  smoke  or  fumes. 

(e)  Unsafe,  congested,  poorly  designed,  or  otherwise  deficient  streets. 

(f)  Conversion  to  incompatible  types  of  uses. 

(g)  Inadequate    public    utilities    or    community    facilities    contributing    to 
unsatisfactory   living  conditions  or  economic  decline. 

(h)     Other  equally  significant  deficiencies. 

Description  of  Types  of  Surveys  Made 

a.  East  Boston   II 

No  building  surveys  have  been  made  since  the  proposed  site  is  entirely  vacant. 

b.  Gouldville-Dudley 

Spring  1968  to  Fall  of  1972,  Model  City  and  BRA  staff  made  windshield  and 
walking  surveys  of  the  project  area.  These  surveys  investigated  existing  land  use,  building 
conditions  and  environmental  deficiencies.  The  exterior  surveys  of  structures  classified 
buildings  as  "good,"  "fair,"  and  "poor"  based  on  the  type  and  amount  of  repairs  needed. 
The  three  major  deficiencies  used  to  place  a  building  in  the  "poor"  category  were: 

1)  Deteriorated  or  sinking  foundation 

2)  Sagging  or  deteriorated  roof 

3)  Sinking  or  rotted  porches 
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The  presence  of  one  of  the  above  deficiencies  placed  a  structure  in  the  poor 
category.  A  deficient  structure  was  placed  in  the  poor  or  fair  classification  based  on 
the  number  of  deficiencies  it  possessed  from  the  following  list: 

1)  Loose  or  missing  siding 

2)  Structure  in   need  of  pointing 

3)  Structure  in   need  of  paint 

4)  Loose  or  missing  roof  material 

5)  Loose  or  missing  gutters  or  downspouts 

6)  Loose,  sinking  or  missing  stairs 

7)  Broken  or  missing  doors 

8)  Broken  or  loose  fire  escapes 

9)  Deteriorated  chimney 

10)  Broken  window  glass,  deteriorated  frames  or  sashes 

A  structure  possessing  two  of  the  above  deficiencies  was  judged  fair.  A  structure 
with  more  than  two  deficiencies  was  judged  poor.  A  structure  having  none  or  only 
one  of  the  B  category  deficiencies  was  judged  good. 

Surveys  and  studies  with  respect  to  the  present  character  and  condition  of  the 
Gouldville-Dudley  NDP  area  and  of  the  surrounding  neighborhood  were  carried  out 
between  1968  and  1972  by  employees  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  and 
Model  City  Agency. 

These  surveys  and  studies  included,  among  other  things,  the  investigation  and 
analysis  of  existing  land  use,  building  and  dwelling  unit  conditions,  environmental 
conditions  and  social  and  economic  characteristics.  From  these  data.  Map  4  -  Existing 
Land  Use,  and  Map  5  -  Building  Deficiencies  and  Proposed  Treatment,  were  prepared. 

The  various  surveys  and  dates  undertaken  are  as  follows: 

1)  Joint  Model  Cities  (MCA)  -  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  (BRA)  land  use 
and  building  condition  surveys  -   1968  and   1971. 

2)  MCA  land  use  surveys  -  1969,   1970,   1971 

3)  MCA  vacant  land  survey  -   1971 

4)  MCA  Street  Surveys  -   1969  and   1971 

5)  Boston  Public  Works  Department  survey  -   1967 

6)  Boston  Parks  and   Recreation   Department  surveys  -   1970 

7)  Roxbury,  North   Dorchester  GNRP  -   1965 
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c.  Lena  Park 

In  March  1972,  members  of  the  Rehabilitation  Department  of  the  BRA  conducted 
an  exterior  walking  survey  of  the  Lena  Park  NDP  area.  Interior  surveys  were  conducted 
by  the   BRA   Rehabilitation   Department  in  August   1972. 

d.  Washington-Corey  ,* 

Surveys  and  studies  with  respect  to  the  present  character  and  condition  of  the 
Washington-Corey  Road  NDP  Area  and  of  the  surrounding  neighborhood  were  completed 
in   February  of   1972  by  the  Boston   Redevelopment  Authority. 

The  studies  identified  the  site,  its  size,  generalized  condition  and  ownership  and 
the  character  of  the  adjacent  neighborhood.  At  that  time  it  was  determined  that  the 
site  was  of  sufficient  size  and  convenient  location  so  as  to  be  suitable  for  elderly  housing. 

Surveys  undertaken  in  October,  1971,  and  February,  1972,  were  concerned  with 
the  conditions  of  the  structures.  Both  interior  and  exterior  surveys  were  made  by  the 
Rehabilitation  Staff  of  the  BRA. 

3.  Distribution  of  Deficiencies 

Building  and  environmental  deficiencies  are  reasonably  well  distributed  throughout  the 
three  NDP  areas.  All  areas  meet  the  distribution  of  deficiencies  test  as  stated  in  the  Urban 
Renewal   Handbook. 

4.  Description  of  Criteria  Used  in  Assigning  Residential  Character  to  Properties  in  Mixed 
Use  and  Vacant  Parcels. 

In  the  case  of  an  area  in  mixed  use,  the  predominant  use  is  assigned  according  to  the 
greatest  amount  of  floor  area  devoted  to  a  use.  In  the  case  of  vacant  parcels,  predominant 
use  is  determined  by  abutting  properties  and  to  the  predominant  character  of  the  surrounding 
parcels. 

STATEMENT      REGARDING      THE      WORKABLE      PROGRAM      FOR      COMMUNITY 
IMPROVEMENT 

1.       East  Boston   II 

The  1965/1975  General  Plan  for  the  City  of  Boston,  adopted  in  1965  and  discussed 
in  current  and  past  Workable  Programs,  called  for  housing  and  open  space  on  the  East  Boston 
waterfront.  The  General  Plan  specifically  indicated  housing  and  a  public  open  area  from 
Maverick  Square  to  the  waterfront  along   Lewis  Street. 

The  General  Neighborhood  Renewal  Plan  for  East  Boston  (1965)  recommended  new 
housing  in  the  area  to  the  south  and  west  of  Maverick  Square  (continuing  the  proposed 
NDP  area). 

Activities  carried  out  under  the  proposed  workable  program,  namely  a  study  of  potential 
elderly  housing  sites  in  East  Boston,  recommended  that  the  adjacent  site  be  acquired  for 
elderly  housing.  A  site  for  this  housing  is  being  prepared  by  the  City  under  the  Neighborhood 
Development  Program. 

As  a  result  of  this  NDP,  community  interest,  and  continued  deterioration  of  adjacent 
areas,  studies  were  conducted  in  the  summer  of  1971,  and  an  expansion  of  the  area  under 
the  NDP  was  recommended. 
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2.  Gouldville-Dudley 

Planning  activities  carried  out  under  the  existing  Workable  Progrann  recommended  the 
Gouldville-Dudley  site  as  an  N.D.P.  Area.  Planning  activities  for  the  Gouldville-Dudley  N.D.P. 
are  mentioned  in  the  proposed  workable  program  before  the  Boston  City  Council. 

3.  Lena  Park 

Planning  activities  carried  out  under  the  old  workable  program  recommended  the  Lena 
Park  site  as  an  N.D.P.  area  for  new  family  housing.  The  proposed  workable  program 
specifically  mentions  anticipated  planning  activities  and  citizen  participation  in  the  Lena  Park 
N.D.P. 

4.  Washington-Corey 

City-wide  studies  of  elderly  housing  needs  carried  out  under  the  old  workable  program 
recommended  the  Washington-Corey  site  for  elderly  housing.  The  proposed  workable  program 
mentions  further  planning  activities  and  citizen  participation  for  this  site. 

G.      DESIGNATION     OF     URBAN     RENEWAL    AREA    BY     BOSTON     REDEVELOPMENT 
AUTHORITY 

1.  East  Boston   II 

The  Board  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority,  the  Planning  Agency  for  the  City 
of   Boston,  has  designated  the  proposed  NDP  areas  as  an  urban  renewal  area. 

2.  Gouldville-Dudley 

The  Gouldville-Dudley  area  is  a  refinement  of  the  old  Gouldville  Terrace  Urban  Renewal 
area  which  was  accepted  by  the  Model  Neighborhood  Board,  the  Boston  Redevelopment, 
and  the  Boston  City  Council  but  which  was  never  funded  by   H.U.D. 

The  present  Gouldville-Dudley  NDP  area  has  been  the  top  renewal  priority  of  the  Model 
Neighborhood  Board  and  the  Model  Cities  Agency  since  the  spring  of  1971.  Pursuant  to 
the  Cooperation  Agreement  between  the  Model  Cities  Agency  and  the  Boston  Redevelopment 
Authority,  the  entire  project,  from  its  inception  to  the  writing  of  this  application  has  been 
a  cooperative  undertaking.  Care  has  been  taken  by  the  Authority  and  Model  Cities  that 
the  designated  area,  and  the  clearance  areas  within  it,  meet  all  appropriate  state  and  local 
regulations  as  well  as  the  community's  desires. 

3.  Lena  Park 

The  Board  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  has  designated  the  proposed  NDP 
area  as  an  urban  renewal  area. 

4.  Washington-Corey 

The  Board  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  has  voted  the  proposed  NDP  area 
as  an  urban  renewal  area. 

H.  AREAS  EXCLUDED  FROM  URBAN  RENEWAL  AREA 

The  entirety  of  the  NDP  areas  are  included  in  the  Urban   Renewal  Areas. 
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form  Approved 
OMBNo.  63-R1218 


HUD^272 

(12-70) 


U.  S.   DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
NEIGHBORHOOD  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM 

SUMMARY  OF  URBAN  RENEWAL  AREA  DATA 

Submission:    Initiol  [5       Revision  |    | 


LOCALITY 

Boston 


PROGRAM  AND  AREA  NUMBER 


ARE^  NAME 

East  Boston  II 


couNTY(S)    Suffolk 


CONGRESSIONAL   DISTRICTISI  IN 
WHICH  AREA  IS  SITUATED       c„i,*K 


ISTRUCTIONS:  To  be  completed  and  submitted  with  the  initial  application  for  each  separate  urban  renewal  area  covered  by  the 
Neighborhood  Development  Program.  To  be  revised  and  resubmitted  only  if  the  boundaries  of  the  area  are 
changed,  or  for  substantial  changes  affecting  the  land  use  plan  provisions  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan. 


AREA  ELIGIBILITY 
IX 


CATEGORY: 


I    I  Sec.  Ill  disaster  oreo 


PRESENT  CHARACTER  OF  AREA 
AND  CONDITION  OF  BUILDINGS 

i    i  Built  up 

rX|  Predominantly  open 

nOpen 

(Check  one  below  unless  area 
is  "Open") 

I    I  Predominontly  residential 

n  Not  predominantly  residential 


2.  PREDOMINANT  TREATMENT 
[y\  Clearonce  and  redevelopment 

□  Rehabilitation 


5. CONTEMPLATED  LAND 
USES 

\2j^"^om\nan^\y  residential 

QNot  predominantly  residential 


3.  RELATION  TO  APPROVED  MODEL 
CITIES  AREA 


[^Areo  is  not  within  model  cities  orea 
Q  Area  is  entirely  within  model  cities  oreo 
LjAreo  is  partially  within  model  cities  area 
NUMBER  OF  ACRES  WITHIN 


MODEL  CITIES  AREA: 


0 


6.  ESTIMATED  NUMBER  OF  DWELLING  UNITS 


(a)    Total  In  area: 


(b)   Number  of  buildings  with 
deficiencies: 


ESTIMATED  NUMBER  OF 
SITE  OCCUPANTS 


WHITE 
Vonminortty 


NEGRO/ 
BLACK 


AMERICAN 
INDIAN 


ORIENTAL 


SPANISH 
AMERICAN 


OTHER 
MINORITIES 


TOTAL 


a.  Families  in  area 


b.  Individuals  in  area 


c.  Business  concerns  (including  nonprofit 
organizations)  in  orea 


SUBMITTED  BYi 


Nov.  30,  1972 
Date 

Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 


Local  Public  Agency 


Title 
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,.,„,,                                           ENVIRONMENTAL  DEFICIENCIES                                              Hup.6272 

ie  ^  01  3                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                          (12.7(11 

CONDITION 

DESCRIPTION    OF    EXTENT    TO    WHICH    CONDITION    EXISTS 
(Give  source  of  information.    If  additional  space  is  required,  continue  on  a 
plain  sheet  and  attach  to  this  form.) 

.    Overcrowding  or  improper 
location  of  structures  on 
the  land 

Not  Present 

.    Excessive  dwelling  unit 
density 

Not  Present 

,   Conversions  to  incompatible 
types  of  uses,  such  as 
roominghouses  among  family 
dwellings 

Not  Present 

Obsolete  building  types,  such 
as  large  residences  or  other 
buildings  which  through  lack 
of  use  or  maintenance  have  a 
blighting  influence 

Not  Present 

Detrimental  land  uses  or 
conditions,  such  as  incompatible 
uses,  structures  in  mixed  use, 
or  adverse  influences  from  noise, 
smoke,  or  fumes 

Predominantly  open  land,  portions  of  which  are  used  for 
parking  and  vehicular  storage. 

Unsafe,  congested,  poorly 
designed,  or  otherwise 
deficient  streets 

Deficient  and  poorly  designed  streets-inadequate  for 
future  planned  development. 

Inadequate  public  utilities  or 
community  facilities  contributing 
i  to  unsatisfactory  living  condi- 
1  tions  or  economic  decline 

Inadequate  public  utilities. 

Other  equally  significant 
environmental  deficiencies 

Not  Applicable 

« 
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HUD-6272 

(12-701 


DATA  ON  URBAN  RENEWAL  AREA 


Present  Character,  Condition  of  Buildings,  and  Proposed  Land  Uses 


(Complete  this  page  for  each  separate  urban  renewal  area  covered  by 
the  NDP.    Areas  shall  be  shown  to  the  nearest  acre.     Total  area 
within  perimeter  boundaries  of  the  urban  renewal  area  shall  be 
accounted  for,  excepting  only  any  interior  areas  which  have  been 
excluded  from  the  urban  renewal  area.    Meanings  of  terms  are  iden- 
tical with  those  in  RUM  7205.1,  chapters  1  and  2.) 


ITEM 


ACREAGE 


TOTAL 


BY   PRESENT    CHARACTER 


IMPROVED 


WITH 
BLDGS  OR 
STREETS 


W/OTHER 
IMPROVE- 
MENTS 


CONDITION    OF 
BUILDINGS 


UNIM- 
PROVED 


TOTAL 
BUILDINGS 


NUMBER 
WITH 
DEFI- 
CIENCIES 


ACREAGE 

BY 
PROPOSED 
LAND   USES 


ITAL 


3.9 


.9 


3.0 


3.9 


Streets,  alleys,  public  rights-of-woy, 
Total 


.9 


1.4 


Resldentlol,  Total 


2.5 


A.    Dwelling  purposes 


2.5 


B.    Related  public  or 
semipufalic 
purposes 


See  Attach- 
ment 


Nonresidential,  Totol 


3.0 


3.0 


See 
Attachment 


^A.   Commerciol 


See 
Attachment 


B.    Industrial 


C.    Public  or  semipublic 
(institutional) 


0.    Open  or  unimproved 
land  not  included 
in  3A,  B,  Of  C 
above. 


3.0 


N-P 


OU.S.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE:    1971-704-088/986 
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rorm  Approved 
OMBNo.  63-R1218 


U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
NEIGHBORHOOD  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM 

SUMMARY  OF  URBAN  RENEWAL  AREA  DATA 

Submission:    Initial  (25       Revision  |    | 


HUD-«272 

(12.70) 


LOCALITY 

Boston,  Mass. 


PROGRAM  AND  AREA  NUMBER 


AREA  NAME 

Gouldville/Dudley 


COUNTY(S) 


CONGRESSIONAL  DISTRICT(SI  IN 
WHICH  AREA  IS  SITUATED 


Ninth 


ISTRUCTIONS:  To  be  completed  and  submitted  with  the  initial  application  for  each  separate  urban  renewal  area  covered  by  the 
Neighborhood  Development  Program.  To  be  revised  and  resubmitted  only  if  the  boundaries  of  the  area  are 
changed,  or  for  substantial  changes  affecting  the  land  use  plan  provisions  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan. 


AREA  ELIGIBILITY 
11 


CATEGORY: 


]    I  Sec.  Ill  disaster  area 


.  PRESENT  CHARACTER  OF  AREA 
AND  CONDITION  OF  BUILDINGS 

3  Built  up 

I    I  Predominantly  open 

DOpen 

(Check  one  below  unless  area 
is  "Open") 

!    I  Predominontly  residential 

n  Not  predominantly  residential 


2.  PREDOMINANT  TREATMENT 
J25  Clearance  ond  redevelopment 

□  Rehabilitation 


5.  CONTEMPLATED  LAND 
USES 

(25  Predominantly  residentiol 
QNot  predominantly  residential 


3.  RELATION  TO  APPROVED  MODEL 
CITIES  AREA 


QArea  is  not  within  model  cities  area 
[2^  Area  is  entirely  within  model  cities  area 
Qj  Area  is  partially  within  model  cities  orea 
NUMBER  OF  ACRES  WITHIN 


MODEL  CITIES  AREA: 


18 


6.  ESTIMATED  NUMBER  OF  DWELLING  UNITS 
(a)    Total  In  areo:         ^^0 


(b)   Number  of  buildings  with 
deficiencies: 


51 


ESTIMATED  NUMBER  OF 
SITE  OCCUPANTS 


WHITE 
yonminority 


NEORO/ 
BLACK 


AMERICAN 
INDIAN 


ORIENTAL 


SPANISH 
AMERICAN 


OTHER 
MINORITIES 


TOTAL 


a.  Families  in  area 


90 


93 


29 


220 


b.  Individuals  in  area 


15 


c.  Business  concerns  (including  nonprofit 
organizations)  in  area 


25 


\  %\.^ 


mm'^^V 


SUBMITTED  BY: 


Nov.  30,  1972 


Date 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 


Local  Public  Agency 


Title 
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HUD-6272 

(12-701 

1) 

DESCRIPTION    OF    EXTENT    TO    WH 

CM    CONDITION    EXISTS                  1 

(Give  source  of  information.    If  additional  space  is  required,  continue  on  a          | 

CONDITION 
it 

plain  sheet  and  attach  to  this  form.) 

' 

Overcrowding  or  improper 
location  of  structures  on 

See  Attachment 

the  land 

Excessive  dwelling  unit 

See  Attachment 

density 

Conversions  to  incompatible 

types  of  uses,  such  as 
roominghouses  among  family 

See  Attachment 

dwellings 

Obsolete  building  types,  such 
as  large  residences  or  other 

See  Attachment 

buildings  which  through  lock 

of  use  or  maintenance  hove  a 

blighting  influence 

Detrimental  land  uses  or 

conditions,  such  as  incompatible 

See  Attachment 

uses,  structures  in  mixed  use. 

or  adverse  influences  from  noise. 

smoke,  or  fumes 

■ 
1  Unsafe,  congested,  poorly 

designed,  or  otherwise 

See  Attachment 

deficient  streets 

Inadequate  public  utilities  or 
community  facilities  contributing 

See  Attachment 

to  unsatisfactory  living  condi- 

1  tions  or  economic  decline 

Other  equally  significont 

environmental  deficiencies 

None 

J 
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HUD-6272 

(12-70) 


DATA  ON  URBAN  RENEWAL  AREA 


Present  Character,  Condition  of  Buildings,  and  Proposed  Land  Uses 


(Complete  this  page  for  each  separate  urban  renewal  area  covered  by 
the  NDP.    Areas  shall  be  shown  to  the  nearest  acre.     Total  area 
within  perimeter  boundaries  of  the  urban  renewal  area  shall  be 
accounted  for,  excepting  only  any  interior  areas  which  have  been 
excluded  from  the  urban  renewal  area.    Meanings  of  terms  are  iden- 
tical with  those  in  RUM  7205.1,  chapters  I  and  2.) 


ITEM 


ACREAGE 


TOTAL 


BY  PRESENT   CHARACTER 


IMPROVED 


WITH 
BLOCS  OR 
STREETS 


W/OTHER 
IMPROVE- 
MENTS 


UNIM- 
PROVED 


CONDITION    OF 
BUILDINGS 


TOTAL 
BUILDINGS 


NUMBER 
WITH 
DEFI- 
CIENCIES 


ACREAGE 

BY 
PROPOSED 
LAND  USES 


TAL 


18.0 


14.5 


3.5 


101 


51 


18.0 


Streets,  alleys,  public  rights-of-way, 
Total 


4.9 


4.9 


4.7 


Resldentiol,  Total 


7.7 


7.7 


80 


38 


9.6 


A.    Dwelling  purposes 


7.7 


7.7 


80 


38 


9.0 


B.    Related  public  or 
semipublic 
purposes 


0.6 


Nonresidential,  Total 


5.4 


1.9 


3.7 


A.    Commercial 


1.1 


1.1 


14 


13 


B.    Industrial 


<  C.    Public  or  semipublic 
(institutional) 


.8 


3.1 


D.    Open  or  unimproved        «/a/^amt 
land  not  included  VACANT 


3.9   m-i 


in  3A,  B,  or  C 
above. 


f>80-P 


*U.S.  GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE:    1971-704-088/986 
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HUD  6272 
Attachment 
Gouldviile-Dudley 


ENVIRONMENTAL   DEFICIENCIES  , 

1.  Overcrowding  or  improper  location  of  the  Structures  on  the  land. 

Most  residential  and  non-residential  structures  in  this  area  do  not  meet  standards  set 
by  the  City's  zoning  ordinance.  Lot  widths  and  areas,  usable  space,  and  front,  side  and 
rear  yards  are  generally  below  code  standards.  Residential  building  coverage  frequently  is 
as  high  as  80  percent,  or  more  than  double  the  coverage  permitted  by  the  code. 

2.  Excessive  Dwelling  Unit  Density. 

Dwelling  unit  densities  have  been  particularly  high  on  certain  streets  such  as  Dudley 
and  Leyland  Streets  with  concentrations  of  apartment  structures  which  have  been 
overcrowded  with  families. 

Sources  for  (1)  and  (2)  above:  Model  City  -  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  Land 
Use  and   Building  Condition  Survey,   1968;  and   1971. 

3.  Conversions  to   Incompatible  Types  of  Uses. 

A  number  of  rooming  houses  have  been  created  in  structures  which  were  formerly  family 
residences.  A  number  of  stores  on  Dudley  Street  are  vacant  and  a  few  are  used  for  storage 
purposes.  Gas  stations  next  to  the  Hannon  Playfield  are  also  examples  of  incompatible  uses. 

Source:   Model   City  Surveys  and   Neighborhood   Meetings,   1968-70;   1971-1972. 

4.  Obsolete  building  types,  such  as  large  residences  or  other  buildings  which,  through  lack 
of  use  and  maintenance,  have  a  blighting  influence. 

The  project  area  has  large  single  family  houses  which  have  been  converted  to  multiple 
use  and  three  deckers  and  apartment  buildings  which,  because  of  deferred  maintenance,  aging, 
and  wear  and  tear  are  in  poor  condition;  some  of  which  have  been  abandoned.  These  houses 
in  poor  condition,  particularly  the  vacant  and  abandoned  buildings,  are  a  blighting  influence. 

Source:  Model  City  -  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  Vacant  Building  Surveys;  Housing 
Inspection  Department;  Building  Department,  1969-1970;  Model  Cities  Land  Use  Surveys 
1971. 

5.  Detrimental   Uses  and  Conditions. 

Detrimental  land  uses  in  the  area  are  numerous  parcels  of  vacant  land  used  for  dumping. 
Source:   Model  City  Vacant  Land  Surveys,   1969-1970;  1971-1972. 

6.  Unsafe,  congested,  poorly  designed  or  otherwise  deficient  streets. 

The  existing  street  condition  survey  conducted  by  the  Model  City  Administration  in 
1971   showed  the  following  deficiencies: 
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1)  Streets  and  sidewalks  in  poor  condition. 

I) 

2)  Unsafe  intersections  and   insufficient  street  signs  and  signals. 

if 

H  3)      Inadequate  provision  for  off  street  parking. 

I  4)      Inadequate  street  lighting. 

Source:  Model  City  Street  Survey,  1969;  Boston  Public  Works  Department  Survey,  1967; 
Model  City  Street  Survey   1971. 

7.      Inadequate  public  utilities  and  community  facilities  contributing  to  unsatisfactory  living 
conditions  and  economic  decline. 

1)  Schools:  The  Hawthorne  Elementary  School  was  built  in  1906  and  is  in  the  project 
area.  This  school  lacks  adequate  play  space  but  more  importantly  is  physically 
obsolete.  This  building  needs  replacement  by  modern  educational  facilities. 

2)  Parks  and  Playgrounds:  Hannon  Playfield  is  immediately  adjacent  to  the  project 
area.  This  facility  was  recently  improved  under  the  Urban  Beautification  Program. 
The  project  area  itself  is  deficient  in  both  indoor  and  outdor  recreational  space. 

3)  Sewerage  and  Water.  Information  supplied  by  engineering  consultants  indicates  that 
sewers  discharge  into  a  combination  storm  drainage  and  sewer  system.  Overflows 
during  storms  are  potential  contributors  to  sewer  pollution.  The  consultants  also 
found  a  large  percentage  of  water  mains  16  inches  and  larger  which  were  laid 
prior  to  1900  and  are  considered  to  have  lost  more  than  50  percent  of  their  original 
carrying  capacity.  There  is  a  high  incidence  of  main  failures  in  many  areas.  Low 
pressures  and  inadequate  volumes  of  water  have  been  reported  in  both  high  and 
low  service  water  systems  in  some  parts  of  the  area. 

4)  Street  Lighting.  The  Public  Works  Department  has  found  that  90  percent  of  the 
street  lighting  does  not  meet  standards.  Inadequate  street  lighting  is  a  major  concern 
of  community  residents. 

Sources:  Model  City  School   Report,  1970;  Model  City  Surveys;  Boston  Parks  and 
Recreation   Department,   1970;   Roxbury,  North   Dorchester  GNRP,   1965. 
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Corm  Approved 
OMBNo.  63-R1218 


U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
NEIGHBORHOOD  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM 

SUMMARY  OF  URBAN  RENEWAL  AREA  DATA 

Submission:    Initial^       Revision  |    | 


HUD-«272 
(12-70) 


LOCALITY 

Boston,  Mass. 


PROGRAM  AND  AREA  NUMBER 


AREA  NAME 

Lena  Park 

COUNTY(S)  Suffolk 


CONGRESSIONAL  DISTRICT(S)  IN 
WHICH  AREA  IS  SITUATED 


Ninth 


^STRUCTIONS:  To  be  completed  and  submitted  with  the  initial  application  for  each  separate  urban  renewal  area  covered  by  the 
Neighborhood  Development  Program.  To  be  revised  and  resubmitted  only  if  the  boundaries  of  the  area  are 
changed,  or  for  substantial  changes  affecting  the  land  use  plan  provisions  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan. 


.AREA  ELIGIBILITY 


CATEGORY: 


11 


I    I  Sec.  Ill  disaster  area 


I.  PRESENT  CHARACTER  OF  AREA 
AND  CONDITION  OF  BUILDINGS 

LJ  Builf  up 

SI  Predominantly  open 

nOpen 

(Check  one  below  unless  area 
is  "Open") 

[^  Predominantly  residentiol 

I    I  Not  predominantly  residential 


2.  PREDOMINANT  TREATMENT 

[5  Clearance  and  redevelopment 

□  Rehabilitation 


5.  CONTEMPLATED  LAND 
USES 

[^Predominantly  residential 
QNot  predominantly  residential 


3.  RELATION  TO  APPROVED  MODEL 
CITIES  AREA 


QArea  Is  not  within  model  cities  area 

□  Area  is  entirely  within  model  cities  area 

QArea  is  portlally  within  model  cities  area 

NUMBER  OF  ACRES  WITHIN 

MODEL  CITIES  AREA:  0 


6.  ESTIMATED  NUMBER  OF  DWELLING  UNITS 
(o)    Total  in  area:         '' 


(b)    Number  of  buildings  with 
deficiencies: 


16 


'.  ESTIMATED  NUMBER  OF 
SITE  OCCUPANTS 


WHITE 
Nonmlnority 


NEGRO/ 
SLACK 


AMERICAN 
INDIAN 


ORIENTAL 


SPANISH 
AMERICAN 


OTHER 
MINORITIES 


TOTAL 


a.  Families  in  area 


17 


20 


b.  Individuals  in  area 


c.  Business  concerns  (including  nonprofit 
organizations)  in  area 


%' 


I:-  .0 


SUBMITTED  BY: 

Nov.  30,  1972 
Date 

Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 


Local  Public  Agency 
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CONDITION 

DESCRIPTION    OF    EXTENT    TO    WHICH    CONDITION    EXISTS 
(Give  source  of  information.    If  additional  space  is  required,  continue  on  a 
plain  sheet  and  attach  to  this  form.) 

Overcrowding  or  improper 
location  of  structures  on 
the  land 

NOT  PRESENT 

Excessive  dwelling  unit 
density 

NOT  PRESENT 

Conversions  to  incompatible 
types  of  uses,  such  as 
roominghouses  among  family 
dwellings 

NOT  PRESENT 

Obsolete  building  types,  such 
as  large  residences  or  other 
1   buildings  which  through  lack 
of  use  or  maintenance  have  a 
blighting  influence 

NOT  PRESENT 

Detrimental  land  uses  or 
conditions,  such  as  incompatible 
uses,  structures  in  mixed  use, 
;  or  odverse  influences  from  noise, 
smoke,  or  fumes 

The  majority  of  buildings  have  not  been  adequately  maintained  and 
adversely  affect  nearby  residential  properties. 

1  Unsofe,  congested,  poorly 
designed,  or  otherwise 
deficient  streets 

Lorne  Street  is  a  dead  end  street  which  does  not  adequately  serve 
the  interior  of  the  NOP  Area. 

Inadequate  public  utilities  or 
community  facilities  contributing 
to  unsatisfactory  living  condi- 
tions or  economic  decline 

Public  sewer,  water  and  gas  lines'currently  do  not  serve  the  center 
of  the  NDP  area.  In  addition,  present  street  lighting  is  inadequate 
and  leads  to  security  problems. 

t 

•  Other  equally  significant 
environmental  deficiencies 

Wilbert  Road,  Austin  Road  and  other  vacant  lots  located  within 
the  N.D.P.  Area  are  a  littered  dunnping  ground. 
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HUD-6272 

(12-70) 


li 


DATA  ON  URBAN  RENEWAL  AREA 


Present  Character,  Condition  of  Buildings,  and  Proposed  Land  Uses 


(Complete  this  page  for  each  separate  urban  renewal  area  covered  by 
the  NDP.    Areas  shall  be  shown  to  the  nearest  acre.     Total  area 
within  perimeter  boundaries  of  the  urban  renewal  area  shall  be 
accounted  for,  excepting  only  any  interior  areas  which  have  been 
excluded  from  the  urban  renewal  area.    Meanings  of  terms  are  iden- 
tical with  those  in  RUM  7205.1,  chapters  1  and  2.) 


ITEM 


ACREAGE 


TOTAL 


BY  PRESENT   CHARACTER 


IMPROVED 


WITH 

SLOGS  OR 

STREETS 


W/OTHER 
IMPROVE- 
MENTS 


UNIM- 
PROVED 


CONDITION    OF 
BUILDINGS 


TOTAL 
BUILDINGS 


NUMBER 
WITH 
DEFI- 
CIENCIES 


ACREAGE 

BY 
PROPOSED 
LAND   USES 


TAL 


12.9 


0.7 


6.7 


19 


16 


12.9 


Streets,  alleys,  public  rights-of-way, 
Tolol 


2.2 


0.7 


1.5 


2.9 


Residential,  Totol 


1.8 


1.8 


18 


16 


7.8 


A.    Dwelling  purposes 


1.8 


1.8 


18 


16 


7.0 


B.   Reloted  public  or 
semipublic 
purposes 


0.8 


Nonresidential,  Total 


8.9 


1.2 


1.0 


6.7 


2.2 


A.    Commercial 


B.    Industriol 


C.    Public  or  semipublic 
(institutional) 


0.   Open  or  unimproved 
land  not  included 
'        in  3A,  B,  or  C 
above. 


2.2 


1.2 


1.0 


2.2 


6.7 


6.7 


D80-P 
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rorin  Approved 
OMBNo.  63-R1218 


U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 


NEIGHBORHOOD  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM 

SUMMARY  OF  URBAN  RENEWAL  AREA  DATA 

Submission:    Initial  [X]       Revision  |    | 


HUD-6272 

(12-70) 


LOCALITY 

Boston,  Mass. 


PROGRAM  ANO  AREA  NUMBER 


AREA  NAME 

Washington-Corey  Road 
Suffolk 


COUNTY(S) 


CONGRESSIONAL   DISTRICT(S)  IN 
WHICH  AREA   IS  SITUATED 


Eighth 


NSTRUCTIONS:  To  be  completed  and  submitted  with  the  initial  application  for  each  separate  urban  renewal  area  covered  by  the 
Neighborhood  Development  Program.  To  be  revised  and  resubmitted  only  if  the  boundaries  of  the  area  are 
changed,  or  for  substantial  changes  affecting  the  land  use  plan  provisions  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan. 


I.  AREA  ELIGIBILITY 


CATEGORY: 


XIV 


I    I  Sec.  Ill  disoster  orea 


i.  PRESENT  CHARACTER  OF  AREA 
AND  CONDITION  OF  BUILDINGS 

[^  Built  up 

n  Predominontly  open 

QOpen 

(Check  one  below  unless  area 
is  "Open") 

I    I  Predominantly  residential 

I^Not  predominantly  residential 


2.  PREDOMINANT  TREATMENT 
rX|  clearance  and  redevelopment 

□  Rehabilitation 


5.  CONTEMPLATED  LAND 
USES 

[25  Pfedofinontly  residential 
QNot  predominantly  residential 


3.  RELATION  TO  APPROVED  MODEL 
CITIES  AREA 


QAreo  is  not  within  model  cities  area 

Qj  Area  is  entirely  within  model  cities  area 

□  Area  is  partially  within  model  cities  orea 

NUMBER  OF  ACRES  WITHIN 

MODEL  CITIES  AREA:  


6.  ESTIMATED  NUMBER  OF  DWELLING  UNITS 
9 


(a)    Total  in  area: 


(b)   Number  of  buildings  with 
deficiencies: 


'.  ESTIMATED  NUMBER  OF 
SITE  OCCUPANTS 


WHITE 
Sonminority 


NEGRO/ 
BLACK 


AMERICAN 
INDIAN 


ORIENTAL 


SPANISH 
AMERICAN 


OTHER 
MINORITIES 


TOTAL 


Q.  Families  in  area 


b.  Individuals  in  area 


c.  Business  concernt  (including  nonprofit 
organizations  J  in  orea 


SUBMITTED  BY: 


LKr  ■} 


a 


Nov.  30,  1972 


Date 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 


Director 


Local  Public  Agency 


Title 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  DEFICIENCIES 


HUD-6272 

(12.7m 


CONDITION 

DESCRIPTION    OF    EXTENT    TO    WHICH    CONDITION    EXISTS 
(Give  source  of  information.    If  additional  space  is  required,  continue  on  a 
plain  sheet  and  attach  to  this  form.) 

'  Overcrowding  or  improper 
location  of  structures  on 
the  land 

SEE  ATTACHMENT 

iExcessive  dwelling  unit 
density 

NOT  PRESENT 

Conversions  to  incompatible 
types  of  uses,  such  as 
roominghouses  among  family 
dwellings 

NOT  PRESENT 

3bs6lete  building  types,  such 
3S  large  residences  or  other 
juildings  which  through  lack 

i  >f  use  or  maintenance  have  a 

|i<4lighting  influence 

SEE  ATTACHMENT 

\  )etrimental  land  uses  or 

\  londitions,  such  as  incompatible 
ises,  structures  in  mixed  use, 
ir  adverse  influences  from  noise, 
imoke,  or  fumes 

SEE  ATTACHMENT 

i  Jnsafe,  congested,  poorly 
1  leslgned,  or  otherwise 
leficient  streets 

NOT  PRESENT 

'  nadequate  public  utilities  or 
:ommunity  facilities  contributing 
0  unsatisfactory  living  condi- 

|i  ions  or  economic  decline 

NOT  PRESENT 

1 

B  )ther  equally  significant 
tnvironmental  deficiencies 

1 

NONE 
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HUD-6272 

(12-70) 


DATA  ON  URBAN  RENEWAL  AREA 


Present  Character,  Condition  of  Buildings,  and  Proposed  Land  Uses 


(Complete  this  page  for  each  separate  urban  renewal  area  covered  by 
the  NDP.    Areas  shall  be  shown  to  the  nearest  acre.     Total  area 
within  perimeter  boundaries  of  the  urban  renewal  area  shall  be 
accounted  for,  excepting  only  any  interior  areas  which  have  been 
excluded  from  the  urban  renewal  area.    Meanings  of  terms  are  iden- 
tical with  those  in  RUM  7205.1,  chapters  I  and  2.) 


ITEM 


ACREAGE 


TOTAL 


BY  PRESENT   CHARACTER 


IMPROVED 


WITH 
BLOCS  OR 
STREETS 


W/OTHER 
IMPROVE- 
MENTS 


UNIM- 
PROVED 


CONDITION    OF 
BUILDINGS 


TOTAL 
BUILDINGS 


NUMBER 
WITH 
DEFI- 
CIENCIES 


ACREAGE 

BY 
PROPOSED 
LAND   USES 


■TAL 


3.1 


2.9 


3.1 


\  Streets,  alleys,  public  rights-of-way, 
Totol 


1.2 


1.2 


0 


1.2 


Residential,  Totol 


.2 


0 


1.9 


'A.    Dwelling  purposes 


.2 


0 


1.9 


Bi    Related  public  or 
semipublic 
purposes 


0 


0 


Nonresidential,  Total 


1.7 


1.5 


.2 


A.    Commercial 


.7 


0 


I    B.    Industrial 


.8 


.8 


0 


0 


I   C.    Public  or  semipublic 
(institutional) 


I  D.    Open  or  unimproved 
I         land  not  included 
I         in3A,  B,  OfC 
obove. 


0 


0 


0 


0 


I  >80-P 
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HUD-6272 

Attachment 
Washington-Corey 

ENVIRONMENTAL   DEFICIENCIES 

1.  Overcrowding  or  Improper  Location  of  Structures  on  the  Land. 

The  location  of  the  furniture  warehouse  has  resulted  in  two  major  environmental  deficiencies. 
The  northern  side  of  the  site,  in  general,  is  covered  with  structures  so  that  there  is  insufficient 
parking  area  to  service  the  Stratford  Furniture  warehouse.  Second,  the  warehouse  structure  is 
so  located  as  to  require  trucks  to   load  directly  from  the  street. 

2.  Obsolete  Building  Types,  Such  as  Large  Residences  or  Other  Buildings  Which  Through  Lack 
of  Use  or  Maintenance  Have  a  Blighting  Influence. 

The  two  warehouse  structures,  as  well  as  a  house  trailer  used  as  an  office  for  the  parking 
lot,  have  a  blighting  influence  on  the  adjacent  area.  Neither  warehouse  structure  has  been  well 
maintained  and  both  are  underutilized.  The  Edgremont  Street  warehouse  is  vacant  and  in  fair 
condition,  the  Corey  Road  warehouse  has  a  marginal  tenant  and  the  building  is  substandard. 
The  office  trailer,  likewise,  has  not  been  maintained.  In  the  opinion  of  the  BRA  and  the  adjacent 
landowners,  the  above  conditions  and   lack  of  use  have  a  blighting  influence  on  the  area. 

3.  Detrimental  Land  Uses  or  Conditions  Such  as  Incompatible  Uses,  Structures  in  Mixed  Use, 
or  Adverse  Influences  from  Noise,  Smoke,  or  Fumes. 

Two  land  uses  are  incompatible  with  the  adjacent  area.  The  vehicle  storage  lot  has  a 
detrimental  influence  on  the  adjacent  residential,  commercial,  and  institutional  land  uses.  The 
lot  is  not  paved  or  maintained  and  heavy  vehicles  such  as  buses,  dump  trucks,  garbage  and  oil 
trucks  are  stored  on  the  premises.  The  warehouse  fronting  on  Corey  Road,  if  heavily  utilized, 
would  have  a  detrimental   influence  on  the  Adjacent  Baldwin   Elementary  School. 
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CLEARANCE   AND   REDEVELOPMENT  AREA   REPORT  (PART  B) 

MAPS  OF  N.D.P.  AREAS: 

1.  Clearance  Boundaries,  Property  Lines,  and   Building  Outlines  (See  Map  8A  to  C). 

2.  Existing  Land  Use  and   Location  of  Substandard  Buildings  (See  Map  9A  to  C). 

B.  CLEARANCE   ELIGIBILITY 

1.  Gouldville-Dudley 

Many  of  the  20  buildings  in  the  proposed  clearance  and  redevelopment  areas  are 
structurally  substandard  to  a  degree  requiring  clearance  and  redevelopment.  Specifically,  seven 
buildings  are  structurally  substandard  and  require  clearance  and  thirteen  other  buildings 
warrant  clearance  to  remove  blighting  influences.  All  twenty  buildings  require  clearance  in 
order  to  assemble  the  sites  necessary  to  achieve  the  objectives  of  the  Gouldville-Dudley  Urban 
Renewal  Plan.  These  clearance  activities  represent  roughly  one-fifth  of  the  housing  stock 
within  the  NOP  area  (20  buildings  in  the  clearance  areas  out  of  a  total  of  101  buildings 
within  the  NOP  area). 

2.  Lena  Park 

The  following  four  buildings  have  been  rehabilitated  or  can  be  economically  rehabilitated 
and,  therefore,  have  not  been  included  in  the  clearance  area:  (1)  the  Lena  Park  Community 
Service  Center  located  at  150  American  Legion  Highway;  (2)  the  two-family  structure  located 
at  8  Franklin  Hill  Avenue;  (3)  the  brick  apartment  building  located  at  2  to  4  Lome  Street; 
and  the  brick  apartment  building  located  at   1   to  9   Lome  Street. 

As  shown  on  Map  8C,  the  clearance  area  is  bounded  on  the  south  by  Austin  Street, 
on  the  West  by  the  vacant  parcel  owned  by  the  Jewish  Child  Welfare  Association,  on  the 
north  by  the  vacant  parcels  owned  by  the  Jewish  Child  Welfare  Association  and  HUD,  and 
on  the  East  by  Harvard  Street  and  the  newly  rehabilitated  building  located  at  2  to  4  Lome 
Street. 

3.  Washington-Corey 

The  Washington-Corey  site  clearly  meets  the  urban  renewal  eligibility  criteria  in  that 
at  least  40%  of  the  project  area  contains  environmental  deficiencies  and  60%  of  the  structures 
contain  structural   defects   warranting  clearance. 

C.  CLEARANCE  SURVEY 

1.      Gouldville-Dudley 

The  condition  of  structures  in  the  project  area  as  a  whole  was  determined  by  means 
of  detailed  exterior  surveys  of  all  buildings,  undertaken  during  the  period  between  1968 
and  1972.  For  each  building,  the  major  and  minor  elements  listed  below  were  examined. 
The  results  were  recorded  on  a  "Building  Examination  Schedule,"  and  each  element  was 
scored  using  a  code  on  one  (no  deficiency  or  deterioration)  to  four  (deficiency  or  deterioration 
covering  more  than  50  percent  of  the  area,  length,  or  unit).  In  addition,  10  buildings  (or 
almost  10%  of  the  total  number  of  buildings  in  the  area)  were  entered  by  Housing  Inspection 
Department  Inspectors  in  conjunction  with  resident  complaints.  These  reports  were  also  used 
to  reach  general  conclusions  about  the  condition  of  the  housing  stock  in  the  whole  area. 
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LEARANCE  BOUNDARIES,  PROPERTY  LINES 
ND  BUILDING  OUTLINES 


Gouldville  -  Dudley 
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CLEARANCE  BOUNDARIES,  PROPERTY  LINES 
AND  BUILDING  OUTLINES 


Lena  Park 
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CLEARANCE  BOUNDARIES,  PROPERTY  LINES 
AND  BUILDING  OUTLINES 


Washington  -  Corey 
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STING  LAND  USE 

D  LOCATION  OF  SUBSTANDARD  BUILDINGS 
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EXISTING  LAND  USE  AND  LOCATION  OF  SUBSTANDARD  BUILDINGS        Lena  ParK 
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EXISTING  LAND  USE 

AND  LCX:ATI0N  of  substandard  buildings         Washington  •  Corey 
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2.  Lena  Park 

Detailed  exterior  surveys  have  been  made  by  the  Rehabilitation  Department  of  the  BRA 
in  March,  1972,  and  interior  surveys  in  August,  1972,  in  accordance  with  the  criteria  for 
clearance  areas  set  forth  in  the  Urban  Renewal  Handbook.  Sixteen  of  a  total  of  nineteen 
buildings  (84%  of  the  buildings  in  the  clearance  area)  were  found  to  be  deficient  to  a  degree 
requiring  clearance. 

3.  Washington-Corey 

The  condition  of  structures  in  the  project  area  as  a  whole  was  determined  by  means 
of  a  detailed  exterior  and  interior  survey  of  all  buildings,  undertaken  in  February,  1972. 
For  each  building,  the  major  and  minor  elements  were  examined.  The  results  were  recorded 
on  a  "Building  Examination  Schedule"  and  each  element  was  scored  using  a  code  of  one 
(no  deficience  or  deterioration)  to  four  (deficiency  or  deterioration  covering  more  than  50 
percent  of  the  area,  length,  or  unit).  The  building  survey  was  undertaken  by  the  Rehabilitation 
Staff  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority;  the  results  of  their  survey  are  shown  on 
Map  8D. 
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HUO-6272A 
(11-68) 

DATA  ON  CLEARANCE  AND  REDEVELOPMENT  AREA    GoutdviiieDudiey              | 

'jmplcte  and  submit  as  attachment  to  data  on  urban  renewal  area  for  each  separate  clearance  and  redevelopment  area 
ithin  that  urban  renewal  area.   Identify  clearance  area: 

ii 

ITEM 

ACQUISITION 
AREA 

ACREAGE 

CONCITION  OF  BUILDINGS 

ACRE- 
AGE 
BY 
PRO- 
POSED 
LAND 
USES 

TOTAL 

BY  PRESENT  CHARACTER 

TOTAL 
BUILD- 
INGS 

NUMBER 
WITH 
DEFI- 
CIENCIES 

NUMBER 
STRUC- 
TURALLY 
SUB- 
STAND- 
ARD 
RE- 
QUIRING 
CLEAR- 
ANCE 

NUMBER 
WARRAN- 
TING 
CLEAR- 
ANCE TO 
REMOVE 
BLIGHTING 

IN- 
FLUENCES 

IMPROVED 

UNIM- 
PROVED 

WITH 

BLDGS. 

OR 

STREETS 

W/OTHER 
IMPROVE- 
MENTS 

)TAL 

6.54 

3.07 

0 

3.47 

24 

25 

19 

5 

6.54 

Streets,  Alleys,  Public 
Rights-of-way,  Total 

.27 

.27 

0 

0 

if^-i 

;: •]■ 

~. 

~ 

Residential,  Total 

1.97 

1.97 

0 

0 

13 

13 

8 

5 

3.54 

A.    Dwelling  Purposes 

1.97 

1.97 

0 

0 

13 

13 

8 

5 

3.54 

B.    Related  Public  or 
Semipublic  Purposes 

0 

0 

0 

0 

... 

... 

... 

0 

Nonresidential,  Total 

4.30 

.83 

0 

0 

11 

11 

11 

0 

3.1 

A.    Commercial 

.83 

.83 

0 

0 

11 

11 

11 

0 

.6 

1     B.    Industrial 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

C.    Public  or  Semipublic 
j            (Institutional) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2.1 

l|    D.    Open  or  Unimproved 
Land  Not  Included  In 
3A,  B,  or  C  Above 

3.47 

0 

'0-   • 

3.47 

0 

BLIGHTING  INFLUENCES  WARRANTING  CLEARANCE 

(Cheek  as  appropriate  and  indicate  number  of  buildings  warranting  clearance  to  remove  each  blighting    influence.) 

0  Overcrowding  or  Improper  Location                                                              6.  0  Unsafe,  congested,  poorly  designed, 
of  structures  on  the  land                                                                                                 or  otherwise  deficient  streets 
n  Number  of  buildings                                                                                                  [J  Number  of  Buildings 

[3  Excessive  dwelling  unit  density                                                                       7.   Q  Inadequote  public  utilities  or  community  focllitles 
n  Number  of  buildings                                                                                             contributing  to  unsatisfactory  living  conditions 

or  •conomic  decline 
H  Conversions  to  Incompatible  types  of                                                                                □  Number  of  buildings 
uses,  such  OS  roomlnghouses  among 
I           family  dwellings                                                                                                  8.  □  Other  equally  significant  environmental 
n  Number  of  buildings                                                                                             deficiencies  (Specify): 

[jg  Obsolete  building  types,  such  as  large 
residences  or  other  buildings  which 
through  lack  of  use  or  maintenance 
have  a  blighting  Influence 
1    1  Number  of  Buildings 

(3  Detrimental  land  uses  o'  conditions, 
such  as  Incompatible  uses,  structures 

In  mixed  use,  or  adverse  Influences                                                                              Q  Number  of  buildings 

from  noise,  smoke,  or  fumes                                                                                                                                                                                       lid 
□  Number  of  buildings 

U983-P 
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HUD-6272A 

(11-68) 

DATA  ON  CLEARANCE  AND  REDEVELOPMENT  AREA        Lena  Park 

[mplete  and  submit  as  attachment  to  data  on  urban  renewal  area  for  each  separate  clearance  and  redevelopment  area 
ithin  that  urban  renewal  area.   Identify  clearance  area: 

T 
\ 

ITEM 

ACREAGE 

CONDITION  OF  BUILDINGS 

ACRE- 
AGE 
BY 
PRO- 
POSED 
LAND 
USES 

TOTAL 

BY  PRESENT  CHARACTER 

TOTAL 
BUILD- 
INGS 

NUMBER 
WITH 
DEFI- 
CIENCIES 

NUMBER 
STRUC- 
TURALLY 
SUB- 
STAND- 
ARD 
RE- 
QUIRING 
CLEAR- 
ANCE 

NUMBER 
WARRAN- 
TING 
CLEAR- 
ANCE TO 
REMOVE 
BLIGHTING 

IN- 
FLUENCES 

IMPROVED 

UNIM- 
PROVED 

WITH 

BLDGS. 

OR 

STREETS 

W/OTHER 
IMPROVE- 
MENTS 

•TAL 

2.4 

2.4 

0 

.0 

16 

16 

16 

0 

2.4 

Streets,  Alleys,  Public 
Rights-of-way,  Total 

.6 

.6 

0 

t 

.5 

Residential,  Total 

1.0 

1.0 

0 

0 

12 

16 

16 

0 

1.9 

A.    Dwelling  Purposes 

1.0 

1.0 

0 

.0 

12 

16 

16 

0 

1.9 

B.    Reloted  Public  or 
Semipublic  Purposes 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

'Nonresidential,  Total 

.8 

.8 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

nA.    Commercial 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

B.    Industrial 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

C.    Public  or  Semipublic 
(Institutional) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

D.    Open  or  Unimproved 
Land  Not  Included  in 
3 A,  B,  or  C  Above 

.9 

\ 

0 

BLIGHTING  INFLUENCES  WARRANTING  CLEARANCE 

(Cheek  as  appropriate  and  indicate  number  of  buildings  warranting  clearance  to  remove  each  blighting    influence.) 

□  Overcrowding  or  Improper  Location                                                                  6.   Q  Unsafe,  congested,  poorly  designed, 
of  structures  on  the  land                                                                                                  or  otherwise  deficient  streets 

;               D  Number  of  buildings                                                                                                         □  Number  of  Buildings 

n  Excessive  dwelling  unit  density                                                                       7.   [^  Inadequate  public  utilities  or  community  facilities 
[7]  Number  of  buildings                                                                                                   contributing  to  unsatisfactory  living  conditions 

or  economic  decline 

□  Conversions  to  Incompatible  types  of                                                                                     Q  Number  of  buildings 
uses,  such  OS  roomlnghouses  among 

fomlly  dwellings                                                                                                         8.   \^  Other  equally  significant  environmental 
□  Number  of  buildings                                                                                             deficiencies  (Specify): 

1_|  Obsolete  building  types,  such  as  large 
residences  or  other  buildings  which 
through  lack  of  use  or  maintenance 
have  a  blighting  influence 
'              Q  Number  of  Buildings 

Q  Detrimental  land  uses  o'  conditions, 
such  as  incompatible  uses,  structures 

in  mixed  use,  or  odverse  influences                                                                                        |6]  Number  of  buildings 
from  noise,  smoke,  or  fumes 

n  Number  of  buildings                                                                                                                                                                                                           ^^^ 

.UqR^-p 
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DATA  ON  CLEARANCE  AND  REDEVELOPMENT  AREA     Washington  corey 

'*mplete  and  submit  as  attachment  to  data  on  urban  renewal  area  for  each  separate  clearance  and  redevelopment  area 
Jiin  that  urban  renewal  area.   Identify  clearance  area: 

ITEM 

ACREAGE 

CONDITION  OF  BUILDINGS 

ACRE- 
AGE 
BY 
PRO- 
POSED 
LAND 
USES 

TOTAL 

BY  PRESENT  CHARACTER 

TOTAL 
BUILD- 
INGS 

NUMBER 
WITH 
DEFI- 
CIENCIES 

NUMBER 
STRUC- 
TURALLY 
SUB- 
STAND- 
ARD 
RE- 
QUIRING 
CLEAR- 
ANCE 

NUMBER 
WARRAN- 
TING 
CLEAR- 
ANCE TO 
REMOVE 
BLIGHTING 

IN- 
FLUENCES 

IMPROVED 

UNIM- 
PROVED 

WITH 

BLDGS. 

OR 

STREETS 

W/OTHER 
IMPROVE- 
MENTS 

FAL 

3.1 

2.9 

0 

.2 

5 

5 

3 

2 

3.1 

Streets,  Alleys,  Public 
Rialits-of-Wav,  Totol 

1.2 

1.2 

0 

0 

P 

0     1 

0 

0 

1.2 

^Residential,  Total 

.2 

.2 

0 

0 

2 

2 

2 

0 

1.9 

\.    Dwelling  Purposes 

.2 

.2 

0 

0 

2 

2 

2 

0 

1.9 

B.    Related  Public  or 
Semipublic  Purposes 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Nonresidential,  Total 

1.7 

1.5 

0 

.2 

3 

3 

1 

2 

0 

\.    Commercial 

.7 

.7 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

|i'3.    Industrial 

.8 

.8 

0 

0 

2 

2 

1 

1 

0 

I.    Public  or  Semipublic 
(Institutional) 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

),    Open  or  Unimproved 
Land  Not  Included  in 
3A,  B,  or  C  Above 

.2 

0    \ 

0 

.2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

BLIGHTING  INFLUENCES  WARRANTING  CLEARANCE 

(Cheek  as  appropriajie  and  indicate  number  of  buildings  warranting  clearance  to  remove  each  blighting    influence.) 

3  Overcrowding  or  Improper  Location                                                                  6.   [Z\  Unsafe,  congested,  poorly  designed, 
;!        ol  structures  on  the  land                                                                                                  or  otherwise  deficient  streets 
[^  Number  of  buildings                                                                                                   □  Number  of  Buildings 

j  3  Excessive  dwelling  unit  density                                                                        7.   Q  Inodequate  public  utilities  or  community  facilities 
n  Number  of  buildings                                                                                             contributing  to  unsatisfactory  living  conditions 

or  economic  decline 
1  Z\  Conversions  to  incompatible  types  of                                                                                Q  Number  of  buildings 
uses,  such  OS  roominghouses  among 

family  dwellings                                                                                                   8.  □  Other  equally  significant  environmental 
□  Number  of  buildings                                                                                             deficiencies  (Specify): 

<S  Obsolete  building  types,  such  as  large 
\       residences  or  other  buildings  which 

through  lack  ol  use  or  maintenance 

have  a  blighting  Influence 
1            (3  Number  of  Buildings 

ii3  Detrimental  land  uses  o' conditions, 
such  as  incompatible  uses,  structures 

in  mixed  use,  or  odvsrse  influences                                                                                   Q  Number  of  buildings 

from  noise,  smoke,  or  fumes                                                                                                                                                                                          1  1R 
[5  Number  of  buildings 
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SPOT  CLEARANCE   REPORT  (PART  C) 

Spot  clearance  is  not  anticipated  within  any  of  these  Neighborhood  Development  Program 
U  areas. 
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;  SPECIFIC  SUBSTANDARDNESS  CRITERIA  TO  JUSTIFY  CLEARANCE   (PART  D) 

|i  The  BRA  submitted  specific  substandardness  criteria  for  identifying  buildings  to  be  cleared 

with  its  original   NDP  application  for  the  Sumner  Street,  East  Boston  NDP  in  July,   1971. 
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EXHIBITS 


EXHIBIT  #1 
»      MEMORANDUM  Daceaber    14,     1972 

i 
t 

r 

i  TO:       Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
I'KOM:     Robert  T.  Kenney,  Director 
SUBJECT:   AMENDMENT  TO  GENERAL  PLAN 


SUMMARY:   This  memorandum  requests  that  the  Authority  amend 

the  General  Plan  for  the  City  of  Boston  with  respect 
to  the  Washington  Street-Corey  Road  Neighborhood 
Development  Program  Area. 


On  December  17,  1964,  the  Authority  adopted  the  1965-1975  General 
Plan  for  the  city  of  Boston.   This  plan  was  intended  to  be  a  general 
guide  for  the  future  development  of  the  City,  and  would  be  revised 
from  time  to  time  through  the  adoption  of  urban  renewal  plans  and 
the  results  of  more  specific  studies. 

On  November  2,  1972,  the  Authority  voted  an  authorization  to 
file  a  Neighborhood  Development  Program  application  for  four  areas 
including  the  Washington-Corey  site  in  Brighton.   The  land  use 
proposed  for  this  project  was  the  result  of  detailed  planning  by 
the  Authority's  staff  and  the  Allston-Brighton  community. 

t 
Although  commercial  land  use  was  indicated  for  this  site  in 
the  1965-1975  General  Plan,  a  variety  of  changes  have  taken  place 
which  require  a  modification  of  the  General  Plan  in  order  to  allow 
for  a  residential  use  of  this  site  . 

The  major  changes  in  Brighton  which  require  a  modification  of 
the  1965-1975  General  Plan  with  respect  to  the  Neighborhood 
Development  Program  Site  at  Washington  Street  and  Corey  Road  consist 
of  alterations  in  the  land  use  of  adjacent  parcels,  an  increase  in 
traffic  congestion  and  a  dramatic  increase  in  the  need  for  elderly 
housing.   These  shifts  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Washington-Corey  site 
have  been  documented  in  the  Neighborhood  Development  Program 
Application  and  in  various  planning  studies.   It  is  proposed,  therefore 
to  amend  the  General  Plan  so  that  residential  uses  are  substituted 
for  commercial  uses  at  Washington  Street  and  Corey  Road,  Brighton. 
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Since  the  Authority  had  adopted  a  resolution  in  support  of 
the  Washington-Corey  Neighborhood  Development  Program,  the  General 
Plnn,  in  effect,  has  been  modified  nn  intended.   The  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development,  however,  requires  that  the  General 
Plan  be  officially  amended  with  respect  to  the  Neighborhood 
Development  Program  area  in  order  for  the  NDP  plan  to  be  in  conformity 
with  the  General  Plan.  This  action  is  prerequisite  to  a  final  approval 
and  funding  for  this  project.   Therefore,  I  recommend  its  adoption. 


An  appropriate  resolution  is  attached. 


Attachment 


I 
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JESOLUTION  OF  THIS  BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  AMENDING  THE 
ASTER  PLAN  FOR  THE  CITY  OF  BOSTON 


I 


EREAS,  the  master  plan  for  the  Cltv  of  Boston  is  essential  to 
he   furtherance  of  the  healtlj,  safe   ,  and  welfare  of  its  inhabitants 
'ind  to  coordinated  planning  of  land  uses,  transportation,  housinp;, 
ad  public  improvements;  and 

JiEREAS,  this  Authority,  as  the  planning  board  of  the  City,  officially 
iopted,  on  December  17,  196^1,  the  document  entitled  "196'5/1975 
eneral  Plan  for  the  City  of  Boston"  is  the  Master  Plan  for  the  City 


f  Boston;  and 

HEREAS,  this  Authority  is  authorized  from  time  to  time  to  revise  or 
mend  the  master  plan  and,  pursuant  to  that  authorization,  has  from 
Ime  to  time  amended  said  master  plan;  and 

HEREAS,  this  Authority  in  the  detailing  of  said  master  plan, 
fficially  adopted  on  November  2,  1972,  an  authorization  to  file 
or  the  V/ashington-Corey  Road  Neighborhood  Development  Program;  and 

HEREAS,  certain  revisions  to  said  master  plan  with  respect  to  the 
jiashlngton-Corey  Road  Neighborhood  Development  Program  are  required 
;3  a  result  of  detailed  planning  studies  by  the  City,  the  Authority, 

nd  the  Brighton  community;  and 

HEREAS,  said  planning  studies,  land  use  changes  in  adjacent  parcels, 
nd  the  need  for  elderly  housing  have  made  the  commercial  use  proposed 
n  said  master  plan  inappropriate;  and 

'HEREAS,  the  Allston-Brighton  community  has  requested  elderly  housing 
nd  supported  the  designation  of  the  Washington-Corey  Road  site  for 
Iderly  residential  use; 

OW,  THEREFORE,  BE  IT  RESOLVED  BY  THE  BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY. 

That  the  1965/1975  Ceneral  Plan  for  the  City  of  Boston  be  and 
hereby  is  amended,  as  shown  on  the  attached  map,  by  changinp; 
the  propo::od  land  uses  within  the  Washington-Corey  Road  Neip;h- 
borl»o(;d  Development  Program  Area. 

'.   That  all  other  provisons  of  said  General  Plan  not  inconsistent 
herev/ith  be  and  are  continued  in  full  force  and  effect. 
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B.R.A. 
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1975    GEMERAL  LAND  USE   PLAN 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  VOTE 
The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  as  follows: 

(1)  That  he  is  the  duly  qualified  and  acting  Secretary  of  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority,  hereinafter  called  the  Authority,  and  the  keeper  of 
the  records,   including  the  journal  of  proceedings  of  the  Authority, 

(2)  That  the  following  is  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  a  vote  as  finally 

adopted  at  a  meeting  of  the  Authority  held  on December  14,   1972 

and  duly  recorded  in  this  office: 

Copies  of  a  memorandum  dated  December  14,   1972  were  distributed 
re  Amendment  to  General  Plan,    attached  to  which  were  copies  of  a  Resolution 
and  a  map    entitled  "197  5  General  Land  Use  Plan.   B.R.  A. 

A  Resolution  entitled  "Resolution  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment 
Authority  Amending  theGeneral  Plan  for  the  City  of  Boston"  was  introduced, 
read  smd  considered. 

t. 

On  motion  duly  made  and  seconded,   it  was  unanimously 

VOTED:  to  adopt  the  Resolution  as  read  and  considered. 


(3^  That  said  meeting  was  duly  convened  and  held  in  all  respec  s  in 
accordance  with  law.    and  to  the  extent  required  by  law.    due  and  proper  notice 
of  such  mee^ng  *.as  given;  that  a  legal  quorum  was  present  throughout  the  meet- 
•ng   andTlegally  sufficient  number  of  members  of  the  Authority  voted  in  a  proper 
mf;ner  and  111  other  requirements  and  proceedings  under  1-  -^^-^-'J^^f/^^, 
proper  adoption  or  the  passage  of  said  vote  have  been  duly  fulfilled,    carried  out 
and  otherwise  observed. 

(4)  That  the Resolution 


to  which  thil  certificate  is  attached  is  in  substantially  the  form  as  tna.  pre...ted 
to  said  meeting. 

(5)  That  if  an  impression  of  the  seal  has  been  affixed  below,    it  con- 
stitutes the  iflicial  seal  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  and  this  certificate 
is  hereby  executed  under  such  official  seal. 

(f>)  m^y  LLLUJJ-Lu  III!  nil  I  u'^pi  ^vy 

gfithiyS/Au^hpritw. 

^'(7)  That  the  undersigned  is  duly  authorized  to  execute  this  certificate. 
IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF  the  undersigned  has  hereunto  set  his  hand 

thlB  18th day  of        December .   19J72.. 

BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 

LS  „..      l-^a^f  Cj^'-"—  '^  '  <*—' 


By_ 
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EXHIBIT  2    SAMPLE  BUILDING  CONDITIONS  SURVEY  FORM 


BOSTON    REDEVELOPMENT    AUTHORITY 


BUILDING   EXAMINA-nON  SCHEDULE    —El 


Code  &  Other  Symbols:  ,  . 

1  No.  Deficiency  or  Deterioration 

2  Def    or  Det.  less  than  25%  of  area,  length  or  units 

3  Def'  or  Dot.  26%  to  5il%  of  area,  length  or  unite 

4  Def.  or  Del.  over  50'?  of  area,  length  or  units 

M    Makeshift  or  Inadequate  eonatrucUon,  repair.  orfaciUty 
X    None  or  Not  Applicable 

5  Not  Seen        Y    Yes         N   No 

n    fc  Loc  •  B=Bst,  St=Strect  n..l=First.  etc.Mez.. 
AT=Att"e.  R^Rlghi.  L.Left.  Rr=Rear.  AlUWhole  Hoor 


Shared  Facility 


HH 


Spec i flc  Non-Raaidunt  Use 


No.  Firs 
No.  Firms 
No.  Emplys 
No.  D.U. '8 
No.  W.C.'s 
Typ.  Str. 

aD    sD 


Use 


dD 

Has.    n 
Apt.    D 


FOUND. 

Stone         I I 

Brick  IZl 

Cone.  LJ 
\Vd. piles  CD 

Steel  [U 

Cone.  LJ 


rnwsTRUCTloN 
FRAME 
Brick 
Stone 
Steel 
Mill 
Wood 
Cone. 


D 
D 
D 
D 
D 
D 


SIDING 
Brick 
Con.Bl. 
Stucco 
Sh.met. 
Alum. 
Asb. 
Wood 


D 
D 

n 
n 
n 

D 
D 


Hotel  D    Struct.  Conv.  From  . 


Rmg.    n    Chock  here  for  Nofl.  marked  IsU 
M.vdorNRD    Sub  basement  □    Crawl  space    LJ 


No.  of  firms/floor 


No.  of  Employees/firm  or  floor 


Floor  6  Location 


Vacancy  %  of  Floor  or  *D.U.'s 


Unit  or  fl.  has  two  means  ol  egress 


No.  of  Rms./D.  U. 


No.  of  Rms.  less  than  7  x  10 


No.  of  Kms  w/o  Windows 


1.  INSIDE  WALLS 

a)  Finish  worn,  loose,  or  missing 

b)  Cracks  in  base  material 
dBase  mail,  loose,  miss. .broken 
d)  Evidence  of  leaks 


2.  INSIDE  CEILINGS 

a)  Finish  worn,  loose,  or  missing 

b)  Cracks  In  base  mnterial 
c)Basematl.  loose,  miss. .broken 
d)  Evidence  of  leaks 


"IT 


1  2  3  4  MXS 


■1T2   3  4  MX  S 


3.  FLOORS 

a)  Finish  worn,  loose,  or  missing 

b)  Flooring  worn,  loose,  or  missing 

c)  Floor  sagging  or  pitched    


4.  DOORS  W/IN  UNIT 
a)  Sagging,  missing,  deteriorated 

5.  WINDOWS 

a)  Inoperable  or  deteriorated 

b)  Wind.  6  skylts opaque  and/orobst. 


1  2  3  4  M  X  S 


% 


l|2l3i4|M|X|S  TTiTsU  MXS 


6.  UTIUTIES- HEAT -HOT WATER 

a)  Condition  of  central  heat 

b)  Condition  of  Bpocc  heaters 
(Oil. Gas. Coal. Wood.  Elec, Other) 

c)  Unit  heated  by 

d)  Water  heated  by 


I 


7.  UTILITIES  -WATER  SUPPLY 

a)  Pi|)ed  cold  running  water 

b)  Continuous  hot  running  water 

c)  Hot  water  heater  la  modern 

sTuTILITlES  ■  KITCHEN  6  BATH 

a)  Toilet  w/ln  D.U.  or  floor 

b)  Toilet  Is  modern 

c)  Toilet  compaitmont  is  ventilated 

d)  D.U.  or  floor  has  lavatory 

e)  Kitchen  w/in  D.U. 

f)  D.  U.  has  installed  kitchen  sink 

g)  Sink  is  modem 
h)  D.  U.  has  inslalled  range 
1)  Range  is  modern 
))Bath  w/in  D.U. 
k)  Balh  is  modern 


9.  UTILITIES  -SHARED  FACIUTIES 

a)  Units  sharing  toilet 

b)  Units  sharing  kitchen 

c)  Units  sliaring  hath  


1  213  4  M  X  S 


10.  UTILITIES  -  ELIX-TIUCAL 

a)  Each  room  h;is  Iwo  elect. outlets 

b)  Installed  flxtui-es  o|M!rable 

c)  Wiring  is  enclo.sid 


11.  VER.MIN  lNKi:S TATION 

(Evident.  Not  Kviili-nt,  lt.-porti-d) 


Ev 


NKv 


Rep 


NEv 


Hep     Ev     NEv 


_N 

_N_ 
N 


Hep 


_Y_ 

Y 


N 
N 


Form  BE2R63 
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EXHIBIT    2        Continued 


BRA  PROJ.  NAME  k  NO. 

BRA  BLK.  <>  PAR  NO. 

2of  3 

ITEMS  PERTAINING  TO  TOTAL  STRUCTURE                                                                                                                                                                      | 

12.  ROOF:  T&GDsiDAsphDShmetD 

a)  Roof  matl.  Ioogc,  missing,  or  dot. 

b)  Roof  sags  or  out  of  line 

c)  Chlmney(8)det.  or  out  of  plumb 

d)  Gutters,  dimspls,  loose,  miss,  det. 

e)  ConJccs,  facia,  loose,  miss,  det. 

1 

2   3 

4  M 

XS 

21.  ELEVATORS  CableQHydD 

a)  Building  has  elevators 

b)  Elevator  enclosed 

No.  Frt 

Y 

N 

Y 

N 

No.  Pas. 

22.  EGRESS 
a>  Interiorstalrstograd^ 

b)  Inteiiorstalrstooenthouse 

c)  Fire  escape  -  lateral 

d)  Fire  escape  togrado 

o)  Inlerior  stairs  enclosed 

1 

2  3  4|m 

X 

s 

No. 

13.  PENTHOaSE 

a)  Stairs  worn,  sagging,  or  det. 

b)  Walls  cracked,  broken,  or  det. 

c)  Wind.  6  skylts  deteriorated 

d)  Wind,  tekyltsopiique  aiid/orobst. 

Y 

N 

1 

Y 

N 

Y 

N 

-- 

23.  OUI^IDE  WALLS 

a)  Finl.sh  loose,  missing,  or  det. 

b)  Siding  looso,  ml.ssing,  or  det. 

c)  Walls  out  of  plumb 

d)  Wull.s  out  of  line 

1 

2  3 

LH 

X 

s 

14.  PUnUC  CORIUUORS 

a)  WallH  crocked,  broken,  or  det. 

b)  Ceilings  cracked,  broken,  or  det. 

c)  Floors  worn,  Sii^^j^lng,  or  det. 

d)  Stairs  worn,  s:it,'K'lng,  or  det. 

e)  ftalllni-a  lonne,  broken,  missing 

f)  I.lKl.llni;  fixlaieu  present 

g)  Lighting  ope  rulilc 
b)  Free  of  debris 

i)  Free  of  obstructions 



.... 

21.  FOUNDATIONS  Exterior 
u)  Surfaeo  loose,  broken,  or  dot. 
b)  Kouud.  (let. ,  sinking;,  outof  line 

'Y^ 

M' 

ZZ.    FnONT  E-KT.  ST,\J!IS 

a)  Steps  worn,  broken,  or  det. 

b)  Railings,  missing,  broken 

Y 

N 

Y 

N 

Y 

N 

20.  REAR  EXT.  STAIRS 

a)  Steps  worn,  broken,  or  det. 

b)  Railings,  missing,  broken 

15.  HRE  PROTECTION 

a)  Sprinklers 

b)  Fire  Detectors 
c)C02 

d)  Hand  ExUngulahers 

e)  Standplpes 

f)  Smokescreens 

g)  Emergency  Lights 

y 

N 

S 

X 

Y 

N 

S 

X 

27.   PORCHES  &  BALCONIES 

a)  Flooring  loose,  missing,  or  det. 

b)  Railings  loose,  missing,  or  det. 

c)  Str.  mmbrsdet.  outof  plumb,  or  in 

d)  Found,  piers,  det.,  oroutof  line 

Y 

N 

s 

X 

Y 

N 

s 

X 

Y 

N 

s 

X 

Y 

N 

s 

X 

Y 

N 

s 

X 

28.  PRIMARY  EGRESS  IS  TOSTREET, 
ALLEY,  COURT,  OR  OTHER 

St 

A| 

ct 

0 

16.  FRONT  INT.  LOBBY  t  STAIRS 

a)  Walls  cracked,  broken,  ordet. 

b)  Ceilings  cracked,  broken,  ordet. 

0)  Floors  worn,  sacgiog,  or  det. 

d)  Stairs  worn,  sagging,  or  det. 

e)  Railings  loose,  broken,  missing 

f)  Lighting  fixtures  present 

g)  Lighting  operable 
h)  Free  of  debris 

1)  Free  of  obstructions 

l_ 

2  3 

jm: 

ss 

29.  DEUVERY  FACILITIES 

a)  Off  Street  Loading 

b)  On  Street  Loading 

c)  R.  R.  Siding 

Y 

N 

Y 

N 

No. 

Y 

N 

No. 

y 

K 

30.  LOADING  PLATFORM 

a)  Flooring  loose,  missing,  or  det. 

b)  Railings  loose,  missing,  or  det. 

c)  Str.  mmbrsdet.  out  of  plumb,  or  In 

d)  Found,  piers,  det.,  oroutof  Une 

e)  Stairs  to  grade 

1 

2  3  4|m 

X 

s 

No. 

Y 

N 

V 

IJ 

17.  REAR  INT.  LOBBY  t  STAIRS 

a)  Walls  cracked,  broken,  or  oet. 

b)  Ceilings  cracked,  broken,  or  det. 

c)  Floors  worn,  sagKing,  or  det. 

d)  Stidrs  worn,  sa;'.i.lng,  or  dot. 

e)  Railings  loose,  bnikcn,  missing 

f)  Lighting  fixtures  present 

g)  Lighting  operable 
h)  Free  of  debris 

i)  Free  of  obstructions 

1 

I   3 

im: 

ICS 



— 

31.  MARQUE  OR  CANOPY 
a)  Worn,  sagging,  or  det. 

1     1    II    1    1 



32.  PARKING 

a)  Open 

b)  Garaged 

c)  Oarage  Condition 

\     y 

N 

Y 

N 

Y 

N 

Y 

N 

No. 

Y 

N 

1 

2  3  ' 

llM 

X 

s 

Y 

N 

18.  BASEMENT 

a)  Foundation  walls  deteriorated 

b)  Cols ,  piers ,  loose ,  missing,  det. 

c)  Celling  loose,  missing,  det. 

d)  Framing  split,  deteriorated 

e)  Impervious  floor,  broken,det.  miss 

f)  Doors,  bulkheads,  deteriorated 

g)  Wind.  <i  skylts  deteriorated 

h)  Wind,  t  skylts  opaque  and/orobst. 

1)  Stairs  deteriorated 

J)  Lighting  Hxtures  present 

k)  Lighting  operable 

1)  Cellar  properly  ventilated 

m)  Free  of  debris 

n)  Free  of  vermin 

0)  Free  of  dampness,  water 

p)  Plumblngfrccofleaksficorroslon 

q)  Sump  pump  4  pit 

r)  Enclosed  boiler  room 

8)  Boiler  room  ventilated 

t)  Boiler  room  door  metal  clad 

u)  Boiler  room  door  self  closing 

1 

I  3 

tM} 

<s 

Y 

N 

s 

X 

Y 

N 

S 

X 

Y 

N 

s 

X 

Y 

N 

5 

X 

Y 

N 

s 

X 

Y 

N 

s 

X 
X 

Y 

N 

s 

Y 

N 

s 

X 

Y 

N 

s 

X 

Y 

N 

s 

X 

Y 

N 

s 

X 

Y 

N 

s 

X 

19.  ELECTRIC  SERVICE 
a)  Ampn 

AC 

DC 

b)  Modem 

e)  Knob  U  Tube 

d)  Electric  panels  covered 

Y 

N 

s 

X 

Y 

N 

p 

;c 

Y 

N 

s 

X 

20.  AIR  CONDniONlNG 

a)  Central 

b)  Comb.  Heat&  AlrCond. 

c)  Individual  Units 

Y 

N 

Y 

N 

Y 

N 

1 
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EXHIBIT   2        Continued 


COMMENTS: 

■ 

I     I 


•    -i  — 
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ND  401 
URBAN   RENEWAL  PLAN 


ND-401 URBAN   RENEWAL  PLAN 

'    The  Urban   Renewal  Plan  is  submitted  under  separate  cover  titled   " Redevelopnnent  Plan." 


\ 
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ND  402 


REPORT  ON  URBAN   RENEWAL  PLAN  AND  PLANNING  ACTIVITIES  REPORTS 


ND-402 REPORT    ON    URBAN    RENEWAL    PLAN    AND    PLANNING 

:  ACTIVITIES  REPORT 

REPORT  ON   URBAN   RENEWAL  PLAN   (PART   1) 
i 
A.     BASIS  FOR   REUSE   DETERMINATION 

1.      Major  Land  Uses  and  Proposed  Densities 

a.  East   Boston   II 

The  proposals  made  in  the  urban  renewal  plan  are  the  result  of  intensive  planning 
and  design  sessions  with  community  groups  and  studies  conducted  by  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority.  The  proposals  are  in  accordance  with  the  1965-1975  General 
Plan  for  the  City  of  Boston  and  the  General  Neighborhood  Renewal  Plan  for  East  Boston 
(1965).  The  residential  reuse  will  be  compatible  with  and  enhance  the  residential  - 
commercial  area  in  the  vicinity  of  the  NOP  area.  The  densities  of  the  proposed  housing 
are  intended  to  provide  adequate  service,  access,  open  space,  and  parking,  and 
approximate  the  existing  densities  in   East  Boston. 

b.  Gouldville       Dudley 

The  basis  for  the  determination  of  the  major  land  uses  in  the  Gouldville-Dudley 
Urban   Renewal   Plan  were: 

1)  Resident  Community   Desires. 

2)  Great  need  for  low  to  moderate  new  housing  in  the  area. 

3)  Need  to  develop  housing  that  incorporates  people  of  different  income  groups 
so  as  to  prevent  the  further  blight  of  the  area. 

4)  Need  for  new  small  business  opportunities  for  minorities  along  Dudley  Street. 

5)  The  proposed  Opportunities  Industrialization  Center's  (O.I.C.)  Community 
Learning  Center  which  includes  badly  needed  facilities  for  manpower  development 
and  child  care. 

6)  The  surveys  and  studies  undertaken  in  the  area  to  determine  future  land  use 
are  described  in  the  Urban  Renewal  Area  Report  of  this  application,  section 
ND-303,  Part  A,   E(2(b)). 

7)  The  residential  density  range  of  18-24  dwelling  units  per  acre  was  proposed 
by  the  area's  residents  as  a  density  they  would  prefer.  It  is  based  on  a  desire 
to  improve  their  life  quality  by  decreasing  or  maintaining  the  existing  density. 

c.  Lena  Park 

The  proposed  N.D.P.  area  will  be  redeveloped  primarily  as  low  to  moderate  income 
family  housing.  Major  land  uses  are  based  on  the  character  of  existing  neighborhood 
and  the  1965/1975  General  P!an  for  the  City  of  Boston.  The  proposed  densities  are 
designed  to  provide  adequate  service,  more  open  space,  a  density  compatible  to  family 
living  and  reduce  overcrowding  for  future  development  in  the  area.  The  proposed  housing 
calls  for  a  density  of  30  to  35  dwelling  units  per  acre  which  is  compatible  with  the 
life  styles  of  the  families  to  be  housed. 
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d.       Washington-Corey 

Major  Land  uses  and  Proposed  Densities  are  based  on  three  major  planning  goals: 

1 )  Provide  low-income  housing  for  the  elderly. 

2)  Replace   blighting   and  substandard  uses  with  structures  and  uses  that  will 
upgrade  the  neighborhood. 

3)  Implement  activities  in  conformance  with  the   1965/1975  General  Plan  for 
the  City  of  Boston. 

The  need  for  low-income  housing  has  been  established  by  several  planning  studies. 
These  reports  have  been  carried  out  on  a  city-wide  as  well  as  on  a  district  basis.  A 
target  of  1,400  new  units  of  low-income  elderly  housing  was  established  for  the  current 
fiscal  year.  In  addition  the  District  Planning  Program  for  Allston-Brighton,  in  identifying 
and  communicating  the  needs  of  the  areas  residents,  has  stated  the  necessity  for  new 
low-income  elderly  housing. 

A  major  goal  of  the  city's  planning  and  redevelopment  agency  is  to  upgrade  the 
character  of  blighted  areas.  A  survey  of  the  NDP  site  indicates  that  this  property  is 
in  poor  condition;  hence  it  should  be  redeveloped.  This  activity  requires  an  increase 
in  the  density  of  the  existing  property  which  is  presently  underutilized.  The  City's 
General  Plan  has  been  amended  to  conform  with  the  land  uses  and  densities  of  the 
proposed   NDP  discussed   in  statement  C,  below. 

2.  Major  Circulation   Routes 

The  1965/1975  General  Plan  for  the  City  of  Boston  and  the  Boston  Zoning  Code  and 
Enabling  Act  were  used  as  guides  for  determining  proposed  circulation  needs.  An  analysis 
of  the  proposed  site  design  and  a  study  completed  under  the  TOPICS  Program  during  1972 
were  used  in  determining  changes  and   improvements  to  major  circulation   routes. 

The  proposed  Washington-Corey  NDP  is  the  only  site  of  the  four  which  does  not  require 
any  changes  in  the  circulation  system.  This  parcel  is  bounded  by  local  service  streets  and 
a  major  arterial. 

3.  Major  Public   Facilities 

Major  public  facilities  essential  for  the  health,  safety  and  welfare  of  area  residents 
including  sanitary  facilities,  parks  and  playgrounds  have  been  included  in  the  urban  renewal 
plans.  New  sewer  and  water  utility  lines  will  be  constructed  to  serve  all  of  the  sites,  except 
Washington-Corey  where  current  utility  lines  are  adequate  to  meet  proposed  reuses. 

B.      BASIS   FOR  PLANNING  CRITERIA 

1.       Land  Uses,  Densities  and  Locations 

Since  all  four  of  the  proposed  N.D.P.  sites  are  primarily  oriented  toward  providing 
housing,  only  uses  compatible  to  housing  and  which  preserve  the  existing  character  of  the 
adjacent  neighborhoods  were  considered  in  determining  land  uses,  densities  and  locations 
of  such  uses. 
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2.  Characteristics  of  Internal  Circulation  System 

a.  East  Boston   II 

A  loop  road  system  (Marginal  and  Lewis  Streets)  which  serves  the  proposed  housing 
and  connects  with  existing  streets  in  the  area  is  tentatively  planned.  Adequate  off-street 
parking  and  service  areas  will  be  provided  and  pedestrian  and  vehicular  movement  will 
be  separated  whenever  feasible.  Final  design  of  the  internal  circulation  system  will  be 
based  on  final   urban  design  studies  and  approval  of  the  Project  Area  Committee. 

b.  Gouldville-Dudley 

Victor  Street  will  be  dead  ended  to  bring  together  two  housing  sites.  No  other 
circulation  changes  are  necessary  since  access  to  the  O.I.C.  will  be  from  West  Cottage 
Street  which   is  a  major  east-west  road  through  the  Model  Cities  Area. 

c.  Lena  Park 

The  internal  circulation  system  has  been  changed  to  make  Lome  Street  a  through 
street,  to  provide  adequate  off-street  parking  on  scattered  sites  and  to  provide  a 
pedestrian  system  that  provides  access  to  the  major  public  facilities  and  the  proposed 
housing. 

d.  Washington-Corey 

The  proposed  NDP  will  not  alter  the  existing  street  system.  Circulation  into  the 
site  will  be  limited  to  a  few  specific  locations.  This  will  allow  for  the  reduction  of 
curb  cuts  on  Washington  Street,  Corey   Road  and   Egremont  Street. 

3.  Need,  Type,  Location  and  Capacity  of  Public  Improvements  and  Facilities 

The  need  for  public  facilities  and  improvements  is  determined  by  the  size,  location, 
density,  and  character  of  the  proposed  housing.  Major  street  improvements,  pedestrian 
crossings,  a  street  lighting  system,  the  separation  of  sanitary  and  sewage  lines  and  construction 
of  playgrounds  in  conjunction  with  the  construction  of  new  housing  will  enhance  the 
property  improvements  and  further  encourage  abutting  property  owners  to  take  pride  in 
their  neighborhood. 

a.  East  Boston   II 

The  need  for  public  facilities  and  improvements  is  determined  by  the  size,  location, 
density,  and  character  of  the  proposed  housing.  Major  street  improvements,  new  streets, 
a  pedestrian  mall,  a  street  lighting  system,  new  utilities,  and  a  separation  of  sanitary 
and  sewage  systems  are  an  integral  part  of  the  proposed   NDP. 

b.  Gouldville-Dudley 

The  need  for  public  facilities  and  improvements  is  determined  by  the  quality  of 
the  existing  facilities  in  conjunction  with  the  location,  density,  size  and  character  of 
the  proposed  housing  and  O.I.C.  Major  street  improvements,  street  lighting,  new  water 
facilities,  the  separation  of  sanitary  and  storm  sewer  lines  and  construction  of  a 
playground  in  conjunction  with  the  proposed  uses  will  enhance  the  property 
improvements  and  further  encourage  abutting  property  owners  to  take  pride  in  their 
neighborhood. 
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C.  URBAN   RENEWAL  PLAN'S  RELATIONSHIP  TO: 

'  1.      General  Plan  and  Workable  Program  for  Community  Improvement. 

i  All  four  of  the  N.D.P  Urban  Renewal  Plans  are  in  conformity  with  the  goals  and  specific 

land  use  plans  of  the  1965/1975  General  Plan  for  the  City  of  Boston.  The  B.R.A.  Board, 
as  the  planning  agency  for  the  City  of  Boston,  has  amended  the  land  use  plan  so  that  the 
proposed  Washington-Corey  housing  is  now  in  conformity  with  the  General  Plan.  In  addition, 
the  proposed  N.D.P.  areas  are  compatible  with  goals  of  and  are  specifically  mentioned  in 
the  proposed  Workable  Program  for  Community  Improvement  for  the  City  of  Boston  before 
the  Boston  City  Council. 

2.  Local  Objectives 

Each  of  the  four  N.D.P.  Urban  Renewal  Plans  is  consistent  with  local  objectives  of 
increasing  the  supply  of  modern  medium  density  housing  for  low  to  moderate  income 
households,  increasing  the  supply  of  low-income  elderly  housing,  eliminating  structurally 
deteriorated  buildings,  rehabilitating  deficient  buildings,  making  provisions  for  adequate 
off-street  parking,  providing  land  for  recreational  facilities,  improving  traffic  flow,  providing 
rights-of-way  that  can  carry  projected  traffic  volumes  and  providing  adequate  public  facilities. 
The  proposed  N.D.P.  Urban  Renewal  Plans  were  planned  with  the  close  cooperation  and 
support  of  local  community  groups  and  are  consistent  with  their  plans  and  strategies  for 
improving  the  abutting  neighborhoods. 

3.  Renewal  Activities  Relationship  to  the  Achievement  of  Social  Objectives  of  the  Plan 

The  social  objectives  of  each  N.D.P.  Urban  Renewal  Plan  includes  higher  standards  of 
living  for  neighborhood  residents  and  a  greater  involvement  in  their  neighborhood. 
Rehabilitation  activities  are  designed  to  help  property  owners  improve  their  buildings  which 
will  increase  their  values  and  contribute  to  the  improved  appearance  of  the  entire 
neighborhood.  Public  improvements  to  streets,  storm  and  sanitary  sewers,  and  better  public 
facilities  such  as  play  areas  and  Community  Centers  also  enhance  the  livability  of  the  proposed 
N.D.P.  areas.  Housing  will  be  constructed  that  will  provide  more  and  better  housing  for 
community  residents. 

D.  SOLUTIONS  TO   FLOODING,  WATER,  AIR  POLLUTION  OR  OTHER  PROBLEMS 

After  approval  of  the  Loan  and  Grant  Contract,  engineering  studies  will  be  conducted  to 
determine  the  existence  of  subsoil,  rock  and  water  problems  and  to  such  problems  as  appropriate. 
An  allowance  has  been  made  in  the  Lena  Park  Project  Improvements  Budget  for  rock  excavation 
and  in  the  East  Boston   II   budget  for  pier  improvements. 

E.  PROPOSED    TREATMENT    FOR    HISTORIC    OR    ARCHITECTURALLY    SIGNIFICANT 
BUILDINGS 

■  No  historic  or  architecturally  significant  buildings  have  been  found  in  the  N.D.P.  areas. 

F.  COLLEGE,  UNIVERSITY  OR  HOSPITAL  PROJECT 

Educational  or  health  reuses  are  not  planned  for  land  to  be  acquired  under  any  of  the 
proposed  N.D.P.   Urban   Renewal  Plans. 
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iG.     BOSTON'S  GENERAL  PLAN 


f  A  copy  of  the  1965/1975  General  Plan  for  the  City  of  Boston  has  been  submitted  to  HUD. 

•Evidence  establishing  the  ability  of  the  City  of  Boston  to  meet  the  general  plan  requirements 

is  contained  in  the  latest  submission  for  recertification  of  the  Workable  Program  for  Community 

Improvement. 

H.   TEMPORARY  PROJECT  IMPROVEMENTS 

The  B.R.A.  foresees  no  temporary  project  improvements  as  the  execution  time  for  each 
of  the  N.D.P.  projects  will  be  short. 
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,   PLANNING  ACTIVITIES  REPORT  (PART  II) 


A.  DISPOSITION  AND  REHABILITATION  AREA  ZONING  PROPOSALS 

1.  Maps  showing  proposed  zone  districts  for  land  to  be  disposed,  areas  to  be  rehabilitated, 
and  the  area  surrounding  the  NDP  (See  Maps  10A  to  D). 

2.  Zone  District  Changes 

a.  East  Boston   II 

In  order  to  permit  the  development  proposed  by  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan,  it  will 
be  necessary  to  change  the  existing  zoning  district  which  is  W-2  (waterfront  industrial) 
to  H  3  U  (multi-family  housing  with  a  Floor  Area  Ratio  of  3,  urban  renewal  district). 

b.  Gouldville-Dudley 

No  zone  district  changes  are  anticipated  to  permit  the  development  of  the  housing 
proposed  in  the  Land  Disposition  Supplement.  The  OIC  is  a  conditional  use  within 
an   HI    District. 

c.  Lena  Park 

No  zone  district  changes  are  anticipated  to  permit  the  development  of  the  family 
housing  as  proposed  in  the  Land  Disposition  Supplement.  Any  convenience  commercial 
built  within  the  site  will  require  a  variance  from  use  provisions  of  the  existing  H-1 
District. 

d.  Washington-Corey 

In  order  to  permit  the  proposed  elderly  housing  development,  it  will  be  necessary 
to  change  the  existing  zoning  so  as  to  allow  a  greater  density.  The  proposed  housing 
would  require  a  Floor  Area  Ratio  of  2.0  as  opposed  to  the  existing  maximum  allowable 
F.A.R.  of  1.0. 

The  primary  use  of  the  site  will  be  residential.  The  frontage  of  one  NDP  site  is 
presently  zoned  for  local  retail;  the  rear  for  apartment  residential.  The  boundary  will 
be  changed  so  that  the  entire  parcel  is  zoned  for  apartment  residential  (H-2-U).  In 
addition,  the  parcel  will  be  zoned  for  urban  renewal.  This  designation  will  permit  retail 
uses  which  are  accessory  to  the  residential  use. 

3.  Timing  of  Zoning  Change 

Zoning  map  changes  will  be  sought  following  HUD  approval  of  the  proposed  NDP. 

B.  ACQUISITION  AND  CLEARANCE 

1.      East  Boston   II 

The  objectives  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan  cannot  be  achieved  without  acquisition  of 
the  entire  site  and  preparation  of  the  site  for  the  proposed  uses.  No  buildings  currently 
exist  on  the  site. 
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2.  Gouldville-Dudley 

a.  Statement  of   Reasons  for  Clearance 

The  housing  objectives  of  the  Gouldville-Dudlev  Neighborhood  Development 
Program  to  provide  new  80-100  housing  units  cannot  be  completely  achieved  without 
some  clearance.  Twenty-four  buildings  slated  for  clearance  contain  extensive  structural 
defects  which  are  beyond  the  point  of  economic  repair,  and  their  character  and  layout 
are  such  that  conversion  and  rehabilitation  are  unfeasible  and  impracticable.  Also,  the 
community's  objectives  demand  that  some  of  the  buildings  be  acquired  and  demolished 
in  order  to  assemble  sites  appropriate  for  construction  of  the  Opportunties 
Industrialization  Center's  (OIC)   Community   Learning  Center  and  new  businesses. 

b.  Consideration  Given  to  Proposals  that  Would  Result  in  Greater  Number  of  Buildings 
to  be   Retained 

Most  of  the  buildings  scheduled  for  acquisition  and  clearance  are  substandard.  One 
building  needs  to  be  removed  to  allow  for  essential  public  improvements  and  better 
land  utilization.  Other  schemes  have  been  considered,  but  the  current  proposal  was 
chosen  because  it  was  deemed  the  best  plan  which  could  be  effected  with  the  least 
amount  of  clearance  while  achieving  the  goal  of  providing  the  maximum  amount  of 
standard   low  to  moderate  income  family  housing. 

3.  Lena  Park 

The  objectives  of  the  Lena  Park  NDP  to  provide  250-300  units  of  low  to  moderate 
income  family  housing  cannot  be  achieved  through  rehabilitation  since  most  of  the  land 
is  vacant  or  occupied  by  buildings  which  have  deteriorated  beyond  the  point  where  they 
can  be  economically  rehabilitated.  Many  of  the  existing  buildings  contain  structural  defects 
beyond  the  point  of  economic  repair,  and  their  character  and  layout  are  such  that  conversion 
and  rehabilitation  to  low  to  moderate  income  family  housing  is  infeasible  or  impracticable. 
Clearance  and  redevelopment  of  15  buildings  is  necessary  for  an  efficient  site  utilization 
that  will  permit  the  construction  of  250  to  300  units  of  new  family  housing. 

a.  Fifteen  buildings  on  Lome  Street,  structurally  substandard  and  infeasible  of 
rehabilitation,  are  to  be  cleared  during  the  NDP  Action  Year. 

b.  The  fifteen  deteriorating  buildings  on  Lome  Street  are  to  be  cleared  during  the 
NDP  Action  Year  to  remove  blighting  influences. 

c.  Fifteen  buildings  on  Lome  Street  are  to  be  cleared  during  the  NDP  Action  Year 
to  achieve  Urban  Renewal  Plan  Objectives  of  providing  250  to  300  units  of  low  to 
moderate  income  family  housing. 

d.  Consideration  given  to  proposals  that  would  result  in  greater  number  of  buildings 
to  be  retained. 

The  buildings  scheduled  for  acquisition  and  clearance  are  substandard.  No  other 
buildings  need  to  be  removed  to  allow  for  essential  public  improvements  and  better 
land  utilization.  Other  schemes  have  been  considered,  but  the  current  proposal  was 
chosen  because  it  was  deemed  the  best  plan  which  could  be  effected  with  the  least 
amount  of  clearance  while  achieving  the  goal  of  providing  the  maximum  amount  of 
standard  low  to  moderate  income  family  housing. 
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e.      Justification    for   the   acquisition    of   basically   sound    properties    involving   high 
acquisition  costs. 

No    properties    proposed   for   acquisition    are  basically  sound   and   involve   high 
acquisition  costs. 

4.      Washington-Corey 

a.  The  NDP  site  contains  five  structures,  all  of  which  have  to  be  cleared  to  remove 
blighting  or  substandard  conditions. 

b.  Three  substandard  buildings  are  to  be  cleared. 

c.  Two  buildings  will  be  cleared  to  remove  blighting  influences. 

d.  No   properties   that   are  basically  sound  and  involve  a  high  acquisition  cost  are 
proposed  for  acquistion. 

C.  HISTORIC  AND  ARCHITECTURAL  PRESERVATION 

No  buildings  of  historic  significance  listed  in  the  National  Register  are  located  in  any  of 
the  four  NDP  areas.  No  buildings  of  historic  or  architectural  value  will  be  affected  by  the  proposed 
NDP. 

1.  Criteria  for  Determining  Historical  Significance 

An  area  or  structure  is  historically  significant  if:  (1)  a  significant  event  in  the  history 
of  cultural  tradition  of  the  world  or  America  or  Boston  transpired  at  such  location;  (2) 
a  significant  figure  in  world,  American,  or  local  history  resided,  spent  time  in,  or  visited 
such  location;  (3)  a  definite  mood  or  spirit  of  a  past  era  is  captivated  in  the  architectural 
design  or  other  characteristics  of  such  location;  or  (4)  a  historical  landmark  is  located  at 
such  a  location. 

2.  Criteria  Used  to  Determine  Architectural  Significance 

An  area  or  structure  is  judged  to  be  architecturally  significant  if:  (1)  it  contains 
significant  features  of  an  era  of  architecture;  (2)  it  exhibits  significant  features  of  architectural 
types;  or  (3)   it  contains  other  significant  features  of  architectural  design. 

D.  MINORITY  GROUP  CONSIDERATIONS 

1.      Affirmative    Action    Taken  to   Assure   Equal   Opportunity    in  Connection   With    LPA 
Activities 

The  bra's  policy  has  always  been  to  insure  equal  opportunity  to  all,  regardless  of 
race,  creed,  color,  or  national  origin,  in  all  LPA  activities.  Relocation,  property  management, 
and  disposition,  as  well  as  other  phases  have  been  carried  out  in  the  past  without 
discrimination.  In  addition,  the  BRA  has  taken  measures  to  assure  that  equal  opportunity 
would  be  maintained  in  all  activities  carried  out  by  redevelopers. 

Because  the  Gouldville-Dudley  area  is  wholly  within  the  Model  Neighborhood  area, 
relevant  Model  Cities  policies  regarding  preferential  employment  of  Mode!  Neighborhood 
residents,  choosing  of  local  contractors,  etc.,  will  apply  to  this  project.  It  is  to  be  noted 
that,  since  most  of  the  residents  of  the  Model  Neighborhood  belong  to  minority  groups, 
preferential  treatment  of  Model  Neighborhood  residents  amounts  to  minority  affirmative 
action. 
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In  addition,  all  the  new  housing  built  in  any  of  the  project  areas  will  be  open  to  all 
qualified  occupants,  with  preference  given  to  displaced  residents  and  local  residents  who 
want  to  improve  their  housing  situation. 

By  its  approval  of  this  application,  the  BRA  reconforms  its  policy  of  vigorously 
reinforcing  the  rights  of  all  citizens  to  be  treated  fairly  in  BRA  activities.     ? 

2.      Reduction  of  the  Concentration  of  Minority  Groups  and  the  Promotion  of  Equal  Housing 
Opportunity 

The  effects  of  Boston's  Neighborhood  Development  Program  are  expected  to  be  favorable 
to  minority  groups  within  the  City.  The  proposed  activities  anticipated  to  affect:  (a)  the 
community  at  large;  (b)  neighborhood  where  families  are  displaced;  (c)  the  area  before  and 
after  redevelopment  or  rehabilitation;  and  (d)  schools,  and  other  public  facilities  serving 
displaced  families. 

a.  Community  at   Large 

The  majority  of  Boston's  minority  groups  live  within  the  South  End  and  Model 
Cities  areas.  NDP  Planning  is  being  carried  out  with  the  prime  objective  in  mind  being 
an  increase  in  low  and  moderate  income  housing  resources.  Since  minority  groups  are 
very  often  always  low  income  groups,  it  is  expected  that  Boston's  NDP  Program  will 
result  in  a  significant  increase  in  standard  housing  available  to  minority  groups  in 
neighborhoods  where  it  currently  is  not  available. 

The  Gouldville-Dudley  Neighborhood  Development  project  will  comply  with  the 
Model  Cities  requirements  of  promoting  and  increasing  equal  opportunities  in  housing 
and  in  reducing  the  concentration  of  minority  group  families.  The  Gouldville-Dudley 
Plan  calls  for  a  substantial  increase  in  low  and  moderate  income  housing  which  will 
be  made  available  on  a  non-discriminatory  basis.  It  should  be  noted  that  this  area  already 
has  a  mixed  population  with  approximately  25%  white,  35%  Spanish  speaking,  and  40% 
Black.  Since  new  housing  will  be  made  available  on  a  non-discriminatory  basis,  it  will 
strengthen  a  community  already  well  under  way  towards  integration. 

b.  Neighborhood   Housing  Displaced   Families 

Families  displaced  from  the  NDP  area,  including  minority  families,  will  be  relocated 
during  the  early  stages  of  project  activity  in  available  "decent,  safe,  and  sanitary  housing" 
within  the  City.  Since  relocation  activity  is  light,  sufficient  housing  exists  in  the 
community  and  in  local  public  housing  to  accommodate  the  relocation  load. 

Since  there  is  no  one  area  where  enough  suitable  housing  exists  to  accommodate 
all  of  the  displaced  families,  a  new  concentration  of  minority  group  families  will  not 
be  created. 

c.  The  Area  Before  and  After  Redevelopment  or  Rehabilitation 

The  affect  of  NDP  rehabilitation  and  redevelopment  activities  on  the  NDP  areas 
will  be  to  reduce  the  concentration  of  minority  groups  in  the  area.  Rehabilitation  will 
tend  to  improve  the  quality  of  housing  occupied  by  minority  groups,  redevelopment 
will  tend  to  relocate  minority  group  families  to  better  housing  in  other  parts  of  the 
City,  and  more  non-minority  persons  will  tend  to  be  attr'acted  to  the  new  housing  than 
live  in  the  existing  housing. 
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d.      Schools  and  Other  Public  Facilities  Serving  Displaced  Families 

Since  school  attendance  in  Boston  is  based  almost  entirely  upon  residence  in  a 
particular  district,  dispersion  of  the  minority  population  throughout  the  City  will  only 
have  the  effect  of  further  dispersing  minority  attendance  at  City  schools.  When  the 
NDP  is  completed  and,  as  expected,  minority  families  are  able  to  find  new  homes  in 
the  NDP  area,  school  attendance  will  still  be  dispersed. 

Other  public  facilities  are  set  up  on  a  community  wide  rather  than  a  neighborhood 
basis.  Project  activities  will,  therefore,  have  an  insignificant  effect  on  their  method  of 
functioning. 

3.  Not  Applicable 

4.  Not  Applicable 

5.  Description  of  Consultations  with  Minority  Leaders  and  the  Qualifications  of  These 
Leaders  to  Represent  Minority  Groups 

The  East  Boston  and  Washington-Corey  project  areas  do  not  include  members  of  any 
minority  groups,  and  the  population  of  the  surrounding  community  are  predominantly  of 
non-minority  background.  Religious  and  social  organizations  exist  to  promote  the  social  and 
spiritual  needs  of  these  groups.  Representatives  of  these  organizations  are  members  of  the 
respective  Project  Area  Committees  (PAC)  as  are  members  of  other  civic  groups.  These 
members  of  the  Project  Area  Committees  are  fully  qualified  to  represent  a  cross  section 
of  the  ethnic  groups  in   East  Boston  and  Allston-Brighton. 

The  PAC  for  the  Gouldville-Dudley  area  is  the  Boston  Model  Neighborhod  Board 
(MNB).  The  members  of  this  Board  are  the  official  representatives  of  the  Model  Neighborhood 
area  of  which  the  Gouldville-Dudley  area  is  a  part.  Through  the  MNB's  sub-area  structure, 
street  block  groups  within  the  Gouldville-Dudley  area  were  formed.  These  block  groups  and 
an  overall  GouidvilleDudleyArea  Task  Force  (made  up  of  block  group  representatives)  were 
the  decision  making  groups  involved  in  drafting  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan.  These  groups  were 
mostly  made  up  of  minority  group  residents. 

The  Lena  Park  NDP,  as  described  in  the  Citizen  Participation  Report,  was  planned  with 
the  direct  participation  of  several  minority  groups.  The  Lena  Park  Association  and  later  the 
Lena  Park  Community  Development  Corporation  were  instrumental  in  initiating  and 
implementing  a  community  development  strategy.  The  Dorchester  Area  Planning  Action 
Council,  St.  Leo's  Church,  and  the  Church  of  God  and  Saints  of  Christ  have  also  been  active 
in  sponsoring  and  planning  the   Lena  Park  NDP. 
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ND  501 
REAL  ESTATE  ACQUISITION  ACTIVITY  REPORT 


ND-501 REAL  ESTATE  ACQUISITION  ACTIVITY   REPORT 


A.  REAL   ESTATE  ACQUISITION  ACTIVITY  PROGRAM 

There  are  94  parcels  to  be  acquired  in  the  four  N.D.P.  areas  (3  in  East  Boston,  62  in 
Gouldville-Dudley,  27  in  Lena  Park,  and  2  in  Washington-Corey).  Appraisals  and  title  searches 
will  begin  shortly  after  the  project  is  funded  and  will  be  completed  within  120  days.  The  parcels 
acquired  first  will  be  those  needed  to  permit  construction  of  the  proposed  public  improvements 
while  relocation  is  occuring  on  the  rest  of  the  structures  that  are  to  be  acquired. 

B.  BASIS  AND  SOURCES  FOR  ESTIMATES  OF  PAYMENTS  FOR   REAL  ESTATE 

Estimates  for  land  acquisition  have  been  prepared  by  the  Real  Estate  Department  of  the 
BRA.  They  were  based  upon  external  inspections  of  the  properties  to  be  acquired  and  comparable 
sales  in  the  area  over  the  past  few  years. 

C.  LAND  ACQUISITION  POLICY  STATEMENT 

1.       Introduction 

In  order  to  carry  out  the  four'  NDP  projects,  the  BRA  is  to  acquire  94  parcels  including 
land,  buildings,  structures  and  other  improvements,  rights  and  interests. 

^  '      2.      Basic  Policies  of  Real  Estate  Acquisition  Program 

In  carrying  out  the  real  estate  acquisition  program,  the  BRA  will  endeavor: 

a.  To  protect  impartially  the  interests  of  all  concerned,  to  pay  fair  prices  to  owners, 
and  to  prevent  the  payment  of  prices  that  are  excessive. 

b.  To  make  every  reasonable  effort  to  acquire  each  property  by  negotiated  purchase 
before  instituting  eminent  domain  proceedings  against  the  property. 

c.  To  utilize  available  acquisition  methods  and  practices  in  such  a  way  as  to  minimize 
hardship. 

d.  Not  to  require  any  owner  to  surrender  the  right  to  possession  of  his  property 
until  the  BRA  pays,  or  causes  to  be  paid,  to  the  owner  (a)  the  agreed  purchase 

I  price  arrived  at  by  negotiation,  or  (b)   in  any  case  where  only  the  amount  of 

payment  to  the  owner  is  in  dispute,  deposits  with  the  court  for  the  benefit  of 

i  the  owner  an  amount  not  less  than  the  BRA's  approved  appraisal  of  the  fair  market 

value  of  the  property. 

e.  Not  to  require  any  person  lawfully  occupying  property  to  surrender  possession 
I                 without  at  least  120  days    written  notice  from  the  BRA  of  the  date  on  which 

possession  will  be  required. 

3.      Initiating  of  Real  Estate  Acquisition  Activities 

No  real  property  will  be  acquired  by  the  BRA  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  a  loan 
and  grant  contract  with   HUD. 
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However,  as  soon  as  the  City  Council  approves  this  N.D.P.  plan,  the  BRA  may  begin 
making  title  searches  and  appraisals  of  the  parcels  to  be  acquired.  Options  to  purchase  may 
be  obtained,  provided  that  such  options  may  not  be  accepted  and  property  may  not  be 
acquired  until  the  contact  with  the  Federal  government  is  signed. 

After  the  effective  date  of  such  a  contract,  the  BRA  in  accordance  with  the  staging 
considerations  outlined  below,  will  acquire  with  the  least  possible  delay,  all  real  property 
in  the  NDP  project  area  designated  to  be  acquired  under  the  provisions  of  section  401  of 
this  application. 

4.  Basic  Method  for  Real  Estate  Acquisition 

Property  will  be  acquired  either  (a)  through  purchase,  conveyance,  and  a  confirmatory 
taking  wherever  agreement  with  the  property  owner  as  to  price  can  be  secured,  or  (b)  through 
condemnation  proceedings  instituted  by  the  BRA,  through  the  exercise  of  the  power  of 
eminent  domain,  wherever  after  a  reasonable  period  of  time  agreement  with  the  property 
owner  as  to  price  cannot  be  secured. 

After  any  condemnation  proceedings  have  been  instituted,  the  BRA  will  continue  to 
seek  an  agreed-upon  settlement  providing  for  full  payment  for  the  property  which  has  been 
acquired,  and  will  also  pay  within  60  days  of  the  taking  the  amount  of  the  award  included 
in  the  order  of  taking. 

5.  Protection  of  Interests  of  Owners  and  Occupants 

In  order  to  minimize  hardships  to  property  owners,  the  BRA  will: 

a.  Make  every  effort  to  acquire  each  property  by  negotiated  purchase  before  instituting 
eminent  domain  proceedings. 

b.  Take  appropriate  steps  to  ensure  that  all  property  owners  are  provided  full 
information  regarding  the  contemplated  property  acquisition  and  are  given  as  much 
advance  notice  as  possible  of  the  time  the  BRA  expects  to  take  possession  of 
the  property. 

c.  Endeavor  to  obtain  an  option  of  purchase  on  each  property  as  soon  as  feasible 
after  beginning  acquisition  activities  within  the  NDP  project  area. 

d.  Agree  with  the  property  owner  on  the  date  for  closing  and  the  date  for  delivery 
of  possession  within  the  limits  imposed  by  the  staging  schedules  for  the  clearance, 
improvement,  and  disposal  of  project  land. 

e.  Not  require  any  owner  to  surrender  the  right  to  possession  of  his  property  until 
the  BRA  pays  or  causes  to  be  paid  to  the  owner  (a)  the  agreed  purchase  price 
arrived  at  by  negotiations,  or  (b)  in  any  case  where  only  the  amount  of  the  payment 
to  the  owner  is  in  dispute,  deposits  with  the  court,  for  the  benefit  of  the  owner, 
an  amount  not  less  than  the  BRA's  approved  appraisal  of  the  fair  market  value 
of  the  property. 

6.  Determination  of  Fair  Market  Value 

Two  independent  appraisers  will  be  employed  by  the  BRA  to  make  appraisals  for  each 
property  to  be  acquired  to  determine  fair  market  value.  After  the  appraisals  are  completed, 
the  BRA  will  establish  a  maximum  value  for  the  property  that  is  consistent  with  the  two 
appraisals.  When  necessary,  this  figure,  together  with  the  supporting  appraisals  will  be 
submitted  to  HUD  for  concurrence.  After  inspection  of  the  property  by  a  representative 
of  HUD,  a  final  value  will  be  approved  by  HUD. 
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7.  Negotiations 

After  fair  market  values  have  been  established,  either  by  HUD  or  the  BRA,  negotiations 
will  commence  for  the  purchase  of  the  property.  A  negotiator  undar  contract  with  the  BRA 
and  acting  under  the  supervision  of  the  Real  Estate  Director  or  the  General  Counsel  will, 
whenever  possible,  make  personal  contact  with  the  owner,  or  his  duly  authorized 
representative.  He  will  present  a  written  offer  for  the  property  which  shall  be  the  fair  market 
value  established  by   HUD  or  by  the  BRA. 

In  accordance  with  Federal  and  local  laws  and  regulations,  the  BRA  will  make  every 
reasonable  effort  to  acquire  each  property  by  negotiation  before  instituting  eminent  domain 
proceedings  against  the  property.  The  BRA  will  make  a  diligent,  conscientious  effort  to  induce 
the  owner  to  accept  a  fair  price  for  his  property. 

8.  Acquisition 

If  the  effort  to  acquire  a  property  by  negotiation  is  successful,  arrangements  for  the 
transfer  of  title  and  payment  for  the  property  will  then  be  made.  An  option  of  purchase 
is  entered  into  that  provides  for  (a)  date  for  transfer  of  title,  (b)  purchase  prices,  (c)  provision 
for  discharge  of  any  mortgages  and  removal  of  any  encumbrances  on  the  property,  (d)  waiver 
of  all  rights  to  contest  the  amount  of  damages  payable  for  the  property,  and  (e)  date  for 
transfer  of  possession.  No  person  lawfully  occupying  a  property  will  be  required  to  surrender 
possession  without  at  least  120  days'  written  notice  from  the  BRA  of  the  date  on  which 
possession  will  be  required.  If  the  effort  to  acquire  a  property  by  negotiation  is  unsuccessful, 
the  BRA  will  make  a  final  offer  to  the  owner  in  writing.  This  offer  will  include  an  invitation 
to  discuss  the  acquisition  of  the  property,  provide  for  reasonable  period  of  time  for  the 
owner  to  accept  or  reject  the  invitation,  and  will  include  notification  of  the  date  on  which 
the  BRA  intends  to  institute  eminent  domain  proceedings  if  agreement  cannot  be  reached 
on  the  purchase  of  the  property  within  the  specified  time  period. 

9.  Closing  Expenses 

The  BRA  at  the  closing  will  pay  for  all  Federal  and  State  documentary  stamps,  recording 
fees,  and  in  some  cases,  the  penalty  assessed  for  prepayment  of  any  outstanding  mortgage. 

10.  Eminent  Domain  Proceedings 

If  the  attempt  to  negotiate  a  purchase  of  property  is  unsuccessful,  the  BRA  will  initiate 
eminent  domain  proceedings  to  acquire  the  property  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Chapter  79  of  the  General  Laws,  as  amended,  (or  in  the  event  property  is  purchased  through 
negotiation,  a  confirmatory  taking  may  be  made). 

The  eminent  domain  procedure  followed  by  the  BRA  is  as  follows: 

a.  The  BRA  Board  adopts  an  order  of  taking  which  describes  the  property  to  be 
acquired  and  the  amount  of  damages  authorized  to  be  paid. 

b.  Upon  recording  of  this  order  in  the  Registry  of  Deeds,  title  to  the  property  rests 
in  the  BRA  and  the  right  to  damages  rests  in  the  former  owner  and  other  persons 
entitled  thereto. 

c.  The  BRA  has  the  power  to  amend  the  award  prior  to  the  payment  thereof  if 
there  is  a  change  in  ownership  or  value  of  the  property. 
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d.  Payment  of  the  amount  of  damages  awarded  must  be  made  either  within  sixty 
(60)  days  after  the  order  of  taking  is  recorded  or  within  fifteen  (15)  days  after 
demand  by  the  former  owner  at  the  election  of  the  BRA.  Such  election  is  made 
before  the  notice  of  taking  is  sent  to  the  owner. 

e.  Notice  is  sent  to  every  person,  including  every  mortgagee  of  record,  whose  property 
has  been  taken  or  who  is  otherwise  entitled  to  damages  on  account  of  such  taking. 
The  notice  contains  the  following  information: 

(1)  announcement  of  time  and  place  at  which  the  person  can  obtain  payment 
of  damages  awarded; 

(2)  purpose  and  extent  of  taking; 

(3)  the  time  within  which  the  person  may  petition  the  Superior  Court  for  Suffolk 
County  to  determine  his  damages. 

f.  Damages  awarded  by  the  BRA  may  be  accepted  in  full  settlement  of  the  right 
of  the  party  to  damages  with  respect  to  the  taking  of  the  property  or  may  be 
accepted  as  payment  pro  tanto  without  surrendering  any  right  to  claim  a  larger 
sum  by  proceeding  before  the  Superior  Court.  If  damages  assessed  in  court  are 
less  than  the  damages  awarded  by  the  BRA  and  received  by  the  party  as  pro  tanto 
payment,  the  excess,  together  with  interest  on  the  excess  from  the  date  of  the 
assessment  by  the  court,  and  court  costs,  are  payable  to  the  BRA.  If  the  damages 
assessed  in  court  are  more  than  the  damages  awarded  by  the  BRA  and  received 
by  the  party  as  pro  tanto  payment,  the  difference,  together  with  interest  on  the 
difference  from  the  date  of  the  award  of  the  BRA  and  court  costs,  are  payable 
by  the  BRA. 

11.  Additional   Federal   Requirements 

The  BRA  will  not  require  any  owner  to  surrender  the  right  to  possession  of  his  property 
until  the  BRA  pays  to  the  owner  (a)  the  agreed  purchase  price  arrived  at  by  negotiation, 
or  (b)  in  any  case  where  only  the  amount  of  payment  to  the  owner  is  in  dispute,  deposits 
with  the  court,  for  the  benefit  of  the  owner,  an  amount  not  less  than  the  BRA's  approved 
appraisal  of  the  fair  market  value  of  the  property. 

12.  Inspection  of  Property 

Immediately  before  the  time  that  payment  is  made  for  a  particular  property  of  the 
title  thereof  is  vested  in  the  BRA,  a  representative  for  the  BRA  will  make  an  inspection 
of  the  property  to  determine: 

a.  That  the  property  conforms  substantially  to  the  property  as  appraised. 

b.  That  there  is  no  evidence  of  work  or  labor  having  been  performed  or  materials 
furnished  in  connection  with  any  improvement  to  the  property  that  might  entitle 
anyone  to  a  lien  on  the  property. 

c.  That,  after  title  passes  to  the  BRA,  there  will  be  no  outstanding  rights  of  possession 
or  interest  superior  to  the  rights  of  the  BRA  except  easements  or  other  interests 
that  do  not  have  to  be  acquired  to  carry  out  the  project. 
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D.      PROPERTY  MAP 

The  parcels  to  be  acquired  from  either  public  or  private  owners  are  indicated  on  the  Property 
Maps  (see  Map  1 1   A  to  D).  These  parcels,  their  owners,  and  areas  are  listed  in  Table  I,  below. 


Table  I  -  Parcel  Data* 
East  Boston 
a.      Parcels  to  be  acquired. 


Parcel   Number 


Address 


25-65  Lewis  Street 


Mill  and  Webster 
Streets 

Lewis  Street  R.O.W. 


Area 
(sq.  ft.) 

129,781 


Owner 


Holiday   Inns  of 
America,   Inc. 


61,875         Flying  Cloud  Trust 


22,750         City  of  Boston 


'Source:   City  of   Boston  Assessing  Department,   1972. 


Gouldville-Dudley 
a.       Block   100 

(1)  Parcels  to  be  Acquired 

2  S.W.  corner  of  Judson  9,339 
and  W.  Cottage  St. 

(2)  Parcels  Not  to  be  Acquired 

1  Immed.  west  of  Parcel  #2  6,050 

3  11    Judson  Street  2,471 

4  15  Judson  Street  2,505 


Bethany  Baptist  Church 

Bethany   Baptist 
Charles  W.  McDermott 
Vincent  J.  Camillo 


2  b  Block  200  2  -  b.       Block  200 

(1)    Parcels  to  be  Acquired    (1)    Parcels  to  be  Acquired 
1  Just  S.  of   15  Judson  St.  3,085 


Just  S.  of   15  Judson  St. 


8,537 


Elizabeth  &  Betty 
Rothman 

City  of  Boston 
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1 

2 
3 


4 

5 

6 

7 

9 

12 

13 

16 

17 

18 

19 


Address 

46-48  W.  Cottage  St. 

44-  W.  Cottage  St. 

36,  40,  42  W.  Cottage  St.; 

8,   10,   12  Judson  St.; 

2,  3,  5,  7  and  the  N.  corner  of 

Gouldville  Terrace; 

Parcel  81,  83,  85  Brooke  Ave. 


38  W.  Cottage  St. 

34  W.  Cottage  St. 

32  W.  Cottage  St. 

14  16  Judson  St. 

24  Judson  St. 

1    Gouldville  Terrace 

27   Dean  St. 

3  Victor  St. 

5  Victor  St. 

23   Dean  St. 

21    Dean  St. 


c. 

Block  300 

(1) 

Parcels  to 

Area 

3,401 
3,848 

be 

Acquired 

Owner 

Domenic  Pino 
Will.  Woodley  Jr 
City  of  Boston 

44,340 

1,516 
1,741 
1,847 
2,994 
4,913 
3,637 
1,950 
2,623 
2,564 
2,603 
2,901 


Frank  Garrish 

Eton  Wilson 

Ada  &  Jacob  Edman 

John  &  Maysie  Spencer 

Leo  Fletcher 

Emring  G.   LaBrode 

Arthur  J.   Lopes 

Francis   Lefore 

City  of  Boston 

Joseph  &  Elizabeth    Hubert 

John  and  Mary   La  Rosa 


(2) 


Parcels  Not  to  be  Acquired 


8 

20  Judson  St. 

2,784 

Joseph  Warren  Coop  Bank 

10 

35   Dean  St. 

2,638 

Arthur  Vincent 

11 

29   Dean  St. 

2,169 

Arthur  J.   Lopes 

14 

87   Brooke  Ave. 

2,085 

Margaret  &  Paul   Nilson 

15 

1    Victor  St. 

D. 

Block 

400 

1,683 

Franklin  B.  Wilson 

(1) 

Parcels  to  b( 

i  Acquired 

2 

Julian  Court,  Judson 

St. 

4,724 

City  of  Boston 

3 

48  Julian  St. 

4,190 

Herbert  Merrill 

4 

30-36   Dean  St. 

2,466 

Inverness  Trust/ 
Haskell   Richard 

5 

26,  28   Dean  St. 

2,894 

Gregory  Murphy 

6 

24   Dean  St. 

3,246 

Martin  O'Sullivan 

7 

20  Dean  St. 

3,245 

Bryan   Realty,   Inc. 

8 

16   Dean  St. 

3,760 

Mary  Washington 

9 

14-12  Dean  St. 

3,760 

Guillermo   Ramos 

10 

10  Dean  St. 

3,760 

Manuel  Ortega/ 
S.  B.  Savings  Bank 

11 

49-55   Howard  Ave. 

5,693 

Daniel  &  Barbara  Boone 

12 

57   Howard  Ave. 

3,846 

Thomas  F.   Nolan  Jr. 
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^)ock  400  (cont) 


(2)  Parcels  Not  to  be  Acquired 


28  Judson  St. 


3,635 


Catherine  Welsh 


E.  Block  500 


(1)  Parcels  to  be  Acquired 


Adress 


4 
7 
8 
9 
10 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 


Area  (Sq.   Ft.) 


2,  4,  6  Victor  St. 

8,231 

5   Downey  Ct.  and  44  Harlow  St. 

8,001 

15  Dean  St. 

3,228 

11    Dean  St. 

4,584 

7   &  9   Dean  St. 

8,149 

42   Harlow  St. 

3,464 

40   Harlow  St. 

3,489 

36,  38  Harlow  St. 

4,141 

35,  37   Howard  St. 

3,870 

31,  33   Howard  Ave. 

3,375 

97-99   Brooke  Ave. 

3,360 

2   Downey  Ct. 

1,827 

4  Downey  Ct. 

2,014 

6   Downey  Ct. 

2,490 

101  103  Brooke  Ave. 

7,025 

107   Brook  Ave. 

4,873 

Owner 

City  of  Boston 
Daniel   &  Joan  Traveres 
Joaquin  &  Anna  Ortega 
Joseph  &  Gertruds  Andrews 
Hershel   H.  Akins 
Anna  Churchill 
Pedro  &  Clara  Pontes 
City  of  Boston 
Watson  Petrusewicz 
Mary  Lynch 
Francis  Goldstein 
Anketo  Carrasquillo 
Robert  D.  Bubbitt 
Alfred  &   Reba  Smalley 
John  Spuria 
Alfonso  Cannata 


(2)  Parcels  Not  to  be  Acquired 


1 

89   Brook  Ave. 

2 

91    Brook  Ave. 

3 

93  &  95   Brook  Ave. 

5 

1    Downey  Ct. 

6 

3   Downey  Ct. 

11 

47   Howard  Ave. 

12 

45  Howard  Ave. 

24 

Harlow  Place 

26 

121    Brook  Ave. 

27 

123  Brook  Ave. 

28 

125  Brook  Ave. 

29 

127   Brook  Ave. 

30 

129  Brook  Ave. 

31 

131    Brook  Ave. 

32 

581    Dudley  St. 

33 

5   Howard  PI. 

34 

3   Howard   Pi. 

35 

589-595  Dudley  St. 

36 

5  Howard  Ave. 

37 

3   Howard  Ave. 

38 

597-599   Dudley  St. 

39 

6  &  8   Howard  PI. 

40 

2  &  4   Howard  PI. 

41 

9   Howard  Ave. 

42 

E.  corner  of  Harlow  & 

Howard  Ave. 

1.880 
1.807 
3,528 
1,868 
2,381 
3,656 
6,940 

16,748 
4,278 
3,198 
3,150 
5,025 
3,231 
2,124 

11,170 
4,371 
2,975 

10,184 
5,063 
2,500 
3,866 
2,513 
2,392 
2,549 

12,342 


Joseph  Costa 
Joseph  Correia 
Gonzales  Morales 
Stephen  M.   Isadore 
Fern  A.   Roberts 
James  E.   Lumpkin 
Albert  F.   Elliott 
Nat.   Hawthorne  Elem.  Sch. 
Louis  &  Anna   Diciccio 
Pauline  Carbone 
Grace  T.  Cussen 
Mose  &  Mary  Gibson 
Milford   L.   Harnden 
Nathan   Ross 
Atlantic  Refining  Co. 
Car!   Purdy 
George   R.   Delap 
Thomas  F.  Barrett 
Russian  Orthodox  Church 
Robert  SchievinI 
Sonja  Gordon 
Ellen  V.   Duggan 
Francis  B.  Keenan 
Margaret  T.  Johns 
(Denison   House) 
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F.  Block  600 


Address 


4 

102  Brook  Ave 

6 

104  Brook  Ave 

8 

106  Brook  Ave, 

10 

108   Brook  Ave, 

12 

110  Brook  Ave. 

14 

112  Brook  Ave, 

25 

565-573  Dudley 

(1)  Parcels  to  be  Acquired 

Area  (Sq.   Ft.) 


Owner 


1,900 

City  of  Boston 

3,000 

Francis  Kelley 

3,000 

Hannah   McDonough 

3,000 

Sophie  Sonza 

3,000 

Will.  &  Alrna  Mandy 

3,100 

Thomas   Folino 

7,836 

Eliot  Discount  Co. 

1 

30  W.  Cottage  St. 

2 

86   Brook  Ave. 

3 

88  100  Brook  Ave. 

5 

28  W.  Cottage  St. 

7 

26  W.  Cottage  St. 

9 

24  W.  Cottage  St. 

11 

22  W.  Cottage  St. 

13 

20  W.  Cottage  St. 

15 

18  W.  Cottage  St. 

16 

114  Brook  Ave. 

17 

16  W.  Cottage  St. 

18 

14  W.  Cottage  St. 

19 

116  Brook  Ave. 

20 

12  W.  Cottage  St. 

21 

2,  4,  6  W.  Cottage  St 

22 

561-563  Dudley  St. 

23 

124  Brook  Ave. 

24 

126-132   Brook  Ave. 

(2)  Parcels  Not  to  be  Acquired 


5,494 
3,755 
9,964 
4,968 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 
2,000 
1,900 
3,100 
1,900 
5,000 
3,800 
5,000 
4,990 
6,748 
2,050 
8,050 


Mary  P.  Capuccio 

Murray  F.  Mullen 

Sidney  Parad 

Urban   Housing  Associates 

(Vacant)  City  of  Boston 

Theodore  C.  Adams 

Johanna  B.  Bevilacqua 

Mary  M.   Bevilacqua 

Mary  D.  Shipps 

Mose  Gibson 

Johanna  B.   Bevilacqua 

Edward  J.   Kelley 

Nels  A.   Nelson 

Sidney  Mills 

Rose  Millen 

Dora  Freedman 

City  of  Boston 

Elmo   Harris 


153 


Address 


1 

554-570   Dudley  St. 

2 

509-606  Dudley  St. 

3 

610  Dudley  St.  and 

17   Leyland  St. 

1 

630  Dudley  St. 

2 

632  Dudley  St. 

3 

634  Dudley  St. 

4 

636  Dudley 

1 

9   Leyland  St. 

3 

13   Leyland  St. 

2. 

Block  700 

(1) 

Parcels  to  be  Acquired 

Area  (Sq.   Ft.) 

Owner 

13,706 

23,477 

8,365 

Shop   Realty  Trust 
Mets   Realty  Trust 
Habco  Inc. 

2,346 
2,149 
2,119 
2,119 
3,455 
3,276 

Lucinda   F.   Kelley 

Leona  Honig 

Ida  E.  Needle 

Joseph  Pine 

Mieceyslow  &  Maria  Malecki 

Robert  L.  Washington 

(2) 


Parcels  Not  to  be  Acquired 


614  Dudley  St. 
616  Dudley  St. 
618-620  Dudley  St. 
622  Dudley  St. 
624  Dudley  St. 
626  Dudley  St. 
628  Dudley  St. 
7  E.  Cottage  St. 
9-11    E.  Cottage  St. 

I  &  1A  Leyland  St. 
3  Leyland  St. 

5   Leyland  St. 
7   Leyland  St. 

II  Leyland  St. 
15  Leyland  St. 
19A   Leyland 

21   &  23  Leyland  St. 
25-31    Leyland  St. 
33  &  35  Leyland  St. 
37   Leyland  St. 


2,789 

City  of  Boston 

2,567 

Annie  Chalfen 

5,104 

Hugh  P.   Kelley 

2,588 

Thonnas  Daley 

2,578 

Reginald  Scott  etal. 

2,573 

Arthur  R.  Erickson 

3,527 

Thomas  F.   Barrett 

3,496 

Vasco   R.  Monterio 

3,987 

Alfonso  Girolama 

4,622 

Roxbury  Community  School 

3,684 

Alfred   Realty   Inc.  Mass.  CRP 

3,603 

E.   Hammett  &  W.   Dormer 

3,557 

Episcople  Disocesis 

3,367 

James   D.   Hill 

3,276 

James  &  Mary  Hill 

2,255 

Valeria  Vance 

Bay  State 

13,021 

Federal  Savings  Bank 

3,977 

Robert   L.  Washington 

3,032 

Rachael  M.  Cashman 
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1 

26 
28 

31 


Address 


2 

6-8  Lome  St. 

3 

12   Lome  St. 

4 

14   Lome  St. 

5 

18-20  Lome  St. 

6 

22-24   Lome  St. 

7 

26-28  Lome  St. 

8 

30  Lome  St. 

g 

34-36  Lome  St. 

10 

38-40  Lome  St. 

11 

42-44  Lome  St. 

12 

46-48  Lome  St. 

13 

50-52   Lome  St. 

14 

56-58   Lome  St. 

15 

53-59   Lome  St. 

16 

51    Lome  St. 

17 

47   Lome  St. 

18 

43-41    Lome  St. 

19 

35-37   Lome  St. 

20 

31    Lome  St. 

21 

27   Lome  St. 

22 

23   Lome  St. 

23 

19   Lome  St. 

24 

15  Lome  St. 

25 

11    Lome  St. 

27 

201-5  Harvard  St. 

29 

Wilbert  Road 

30 

Wilbert   Road 

32 

Lome  Street  R.O.W 

3. 

Lena  Park 

a. 

Parcels  to  be  Acquired 

Area  (Sq.   Ft.) 

Owner 

3,214 

Julio  Teixeira 

3,214 

L.  J.  &  M.   E.  Cater 

3,214 

Eric   Harriott 

3,214 

Genevieve  Brown 

3,214 

Administration  of 
Veterans  Affairs 

3,214 

Lena  Park   Realty 
Trust,   Boyjia 

3,214 

Joseph   Fine 

3,214 

J.   R.   Ramos 

3,214 

Bernice   Kreiger 

3,214 

T.  P.  &  S.  Andelman 

3,214 

Alfred   Bozzi 

4,784 

Betty  M.  Carlin 

3,380 

Alda   Realty  Tr. 

6,098 

A.  &   K.   Realty  Trust 

3,212 

Lena  Park   Realty  Trust 

3,214 

Estella  M.  Owens 

4,822 

Charles  Q.  Vickers 

4,822 

Xenophon  Clarke 

3,214 

Hill  Trust 

3,214 

R.  &  E.  Thomas 

3,214 

U.S.   Department  of  H.U.D 

3,214 

Administration  of 
Veterans  Affairs 

3,214 

Martha  Williams 

3,214 

Arthur  Gilbert 

61,041 

U.S.   Department  of   H.U.D 

4,050 

Arsen   Boyajian 

200,150 

Jewish  Child  Welfare  Assoc 

24,500 

City  of  Boston 

I 


B. 

2-4  Lome  St. 

1-9  Lome  St. 

8  Franklin  Hill  Ave. 

156-160  American   Legion  Highway 


Parcels  Not  to  be  Acquired 

6,610  Jamaica  Plain  Associates 

7,195  Weiner 

6,823  W.   F.   Holbrow 


94,700 


Lena  Park   Housing 
Development  Corp. 
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4.         Washington-Corey 

a.         Parcels  to  be  Acquired 


Parcel   No. 


Address 

16,  20,  20A  Washington, 
65  Egremont  Rd.,  and 
112,   116  Corey   Rd. 

118,   120  Corey   Rd. 


Area  (Sq.  Ft.) 
76,773 

4,798 


Owner 


Paul   M.  Murphy,  et.  al. 


Patrick   F.   Murphy 


Southeast  corner  lot. 
Mt.  Hood   Rd. 

19,  15,   11,  17  Mt.   Hood   Rd. 


Parcels  Not  to  be  Aquired 

781  Sarah  Schrank 


19,217 


Gerald  S.   Fineburg,  et.  al 


E.  ACQUISITION  APPRAISALS  OF  REAL  PROPERTIES 

The  94  parcels  to  be  acquired  under  the  1974  Boston  N.D.P.  have  been  appraised  by  the 
Boston   Redevelopment  Authority  at  a  fair  market  value  of  $2,041,500. 

F.  TABULATION  OF  PROPERTY  TO  BE  ACQUIRED 

The  properties  to  be  acquired  in  the  Action  Year  are  described  on  Table  II. 
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TABLE  II 

TABULATION  OF  PROPERTY  TO  BE  ACQUIRED 
DURING  ACTION  YEAR 


Estimates  of 
Values  and 
Acquisition  Cost 

No.  of 
Parcels 

Land  Area 
in  Sq.   Ft. 

Total 

Appraiser's 

Valuations 

LPA  Estimate  of 
Acquisition  Cost 

a.       Total  purchases 
and  donations 

96 

987,961 

$2,260,800 

$2,712,200 

b.      Purchases  (Total) 

86 

865,404 

2,111,500 

2,561,400 

Federally  owned 
or  leased 

4 

70,683 

105,400 

105,400 

Other  publicly 
owned 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Privately  owned 

82 

773,141 

2,006,100 

2,456,000 

Public  utility 
easements 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Damage  to  Property 
not  taken 

0 

0 

0 

0 

c.       Donations 
(Total) 

10 

122,457 

150,300 

150,800 

Vacation  to  Streets 
and  other  public 
rights-of-way 

3 

48,020 

50,300 

50,800 

Donations  by   LPA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Donations  by  other 
entities 

7 

74,437 

100,000 

100,000 
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G.      VARIANCE  BETWEEN  BRA'S  ESTIMATE  OF  FAIR  MARKET  VALUE  AND  ESTIMATED 
ACQUISITION  COST 

As  indicated  in  Table  II,  we  estimate  the  fair  market  value  of  the  properties  to  be  acquired 
$1,947,425,  and  the  acquisition  cost  at  $2,479,000.  An  overall  acquisition  factor  of  25%  has 
been  added  to  the  BRA  estimate  of  fair  market  value  to  get  the  estimated  acquisition  cost. 

This  is  a  small  project  with  few  owner-occupied  parcels.  Recent  experience  in  similar  areas 
has  revealed  that  court  awards  have  been  running  about  50%  above  approved  prices  on  properties 
similar  to  these  in  this  project  area.  It  is  probable  that  50%  of  the  properties  will  be  litigated, 
and  that,  in  accordance  with  recent  experience,  court  awards  will  average  50%  of  our  estimated 
fair  market  value.  Therefore,  overall  acquisition  costs  are  expected  to  be  25%  higher  than  the 
estimated  fair  market  value  of  the  parcels  to  be  acquired. 

H.      ESTIMATE  OF  ACQUISITION  COST 

As  indicated  in  Section  B  hereof,  the  BRA's  estimate  of  payments  for  real  estate  is  based 
on  external  inspections  of  the  properties  and  comparable  sales  in  the  area  over  the  past  few 
years  plus  an  acquisition  factor  of  25  percent.  As  indicated  in  Section  G  hereof,  this  factor  is 
based  on  past  renewal  experience  in   Boston. 

I.       PROCEDURE    FOR    THE    REMOVAL  OF   RESTRICTIONS  BASED  ON   RACE,  CREED, 
COLOR  OR  NATIONAL  ORIGIN 

The  BRA  shall  not  sell,  lease  or  otherwise  convey  any  interest  in  acquired  land  with 
restrictions  based  upon  race,  religion,  color  or  national  origin.  The  condemnation  of  all  properties 
in  the  project  area  will  clear  all  title  restrictions  of  this  nature.  In  addition,  all  disposition  contracts 
will  contain  an  appropriate  covenant  which  will  prohibit  any  restrictions  based  on  race,  creed, 
color  or  national  origin. 

The  provisions  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Handbook,  RHA  7203.1,  in  "Equal  Opportunity 
Requirements,"  will  be  complied  with  and  will  be  subject  to  the  applicable  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  11246,  as  amended  by  Executive  Order  11375,  to  ensure  equal  opportunity  for  all  qualified 
persons  without  regard  to  race,  color,  religion,  or  national  origin  employed  with  Government 
contractors  or  with  contractors  performing  under  Federally-assisted  construction  contracts. 

In  addition,  the  provisions  of  Chapter  1,  Appendix  1  of  RHA  7203.1,  "Non-Discrimination 
in  Federally-assisted  programs  of  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  - 
Effectuation  of  Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964,"  will  be  complied  with  to  ensure  that 
no  person  shall,  on  the  grounds  of  race,  color,  religion,  or  national  origin,  be  excluded  from 
participation  in,  be  denied  the  benefits  of,  or  be  subject  to  discrimination  under  any  program 
or  activity  receiving  Federal  financial  assistance. 
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ND-502 PROJECT  IMPROVEMENTS  ACTIVITY  REPORT 

A.     PROJECT  IMPROVEMENTS  ACTIVITY  PROGRAM 

1.  Activity  Program 

Improvements  to  streets,  storm  and  sanitary  sewers,  and  water  systems  are  proposed 
in  all  of  the  N.D.P.  areas  except  Washington-Corey,  where  improvements  will  be  limited 
to  repairing  the  existing  sidewalks.  A  complete  reconstruction  of  streets  is  proposed  for  these 
three  areas.  Recreation  facilities  to  serve  the  proposed  housing  are  anticipated  in  the 
Gouldville-Dudley  and   Lena  Park  areas. 

Many  areas  in  the  City  of  Boston  are  currently  served  by  a  combined  sanitary  and 
storm  sewer  system.  A  separation  of  storm  and  sanitary  sewers  is  proposed  for  three  of 
the  N.D.P.  areas  (excluding  Washington-Corey)  as  part  of  a  city-wide  effort  to  separate  sanitary 
and  storm  sewers. 

The  sewers  serving  the  three  N.D.P.  areas  where  sewers  are  to  be  reconstructed  were 
built  in  the  late  1920's  and  1930's  and  are  adequate  to  handline  projected  loads.  New  storm 
sewers  proposed  in  these  areas  will  decrease  the  volume  of  sewerage  flowing  in  the  existing 
combined  sewers  which  should  assure  further  that  they  will  function  adequately  as  sanitary 
sewers.  However,  when  final  plans  and  contract  documents  are  prepared,  an  inspection  of 
the  existing  sewer  system  will  be  made  to  determine  if  it  is  feasible  to  retain  the  existing 
system. 

The  first  three  months  of  the  Action  Year  will  be  taken  up  with  plan  and  contract 
preparation  for  project  improvements,  land  acquisition,  and  preparation  of  demolition 
contracts  for  site  clearance.  By  the  fourth  or  fifth  month,  demolition  and  project  improvement 
construction  will  begin.  These  activities  will  be  executed  in  the  remaining  nine  months  of 
the  Action  Year. 

2.  Engineering  Studies 

Property  line,  topographic  and  utility  surveys  will  be  necessary  before  project 
improvements  can  be  designed. 

The  recommended  fees  of  the  American  Society  of  Civil  Engineers  were  used  to  estimate 
the  cost  of  preparing  plan  and  contract  documents  for  each  of  the  improvements.  Local 
experience  indicates  that  the  cost  of  supervising  construction  of  storm  sewers,  sanitary  sewers, 
street  improvements  and  lighting  runs  approximately  3.5%  of  the  cost  of  constructing  the 
respective  improvement.  A  BRA  staff  engineer  will  supervise  construction  of  the 
aforementioned  improvements.  His  activities  will  be  supplemented  by  a  consultant  as 
necessary.  The  staff  engineer  will  be  primarily  involved  in  liaison  with  various  agencies 
respecting  improvements  and  overseeing  demolition  activities. 

Based  on  the  cost  of  completing  these  surveys  and  hiring  consulting  engineers  to  perform 
these  services,  it  is  estimated  that  these  surveys  and  services  will  cost  approximately  $454,200. 

3.  Engineering  Contract  Costs 

Estimated  costs  for  engineering  contracts  appear  on  Tables  a,  b,  and  c  on  the  following 
pages. 
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EAST  BOSTON  N.D.P.  II 


Line 

Item 

Account  No. 

Cost 

4 

Master  Engineering  Control  Plans  & 
General   Overall   Design 

R-1430 

$  18,000.00 

4 

General   Borings  &  Tests 

R-1430 

5,000.00 

4 

Special   Investigations 

R-1430 

5,000.00 

4 

Public  Innprovement  Commission  Plans 

R-1430 

4,500.00 

9 

Construction  Contract  Documents 

R-1455 

53,300.00 

9 

Borings  &  Test  for  Construction 
Contract 

R-1455 

5,000.00 

9 

Special   Investigations  for 
Construction  Contract 

R-1455 

5,000.00 

9 

Inspection  of  Construction 

R-1455 

40,000.00 

9 

Line  &  Grade  Survey  Control  for 
Construction 

R-1455 

5,000.00 

10 

Delivery  Parcel  Plans 

R-1 445.01 

5,000.00 

TOTAL         $145,800.00 
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b. 


GOULDVILLE-DUDLEY 


Line 

Item 

Account  No. 

Cost 

4 

Master  Engineering  Control  Plans  & 
General  Overall   Design 

R-1430 

$  13,000.00 

4 

General   Borings  &  Tests 

R-1430 

2,500.00 

4 

Special   Investigations 

R-1430 

2,500.00 

4 

Public  Improvement  Commission  Plans 

R-1430 

5,000.00 

9 

Construction  Contract  Documents 

R-1455 

37,500.00 

9 

Borings  &  Test  for  Construction 
Contract 

R-1455 

2,500.00 

Special   Investigations  for 
Construction  Contract 


R-1455 


2,500.00 


9  Inspection  of  Construction 

9  Line  &  Grade  Survey  Control  for 
Construction 

10  Delivery  Parcel  Plans 


R-1455 

40,000.00 

R-1455 

7,500.00 

R-1 445.01 

15,000.00 

TOTAL         $128,000.00 
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LENA  PARK 


Line 

Item 

Account  No. 

Cost 

4 

Master  Engineering  Control  Plans  & 
General  Overall   Design 

R-1430 

$  7,700.00 

4 

General   Borings  &  Tests 

R-1430 

5,000.00 

4 

Special   Investigations 

R-1430 

5,000.00 

4 

Public  Improvement  Commission  Plans 

R-1430 

2,500.00 

9 

Construction  Contract  Documents 

R-1455 

23,200.00 

9 

Borings  &  Test  for  Construction 
Contract 

R-1455 

5,000.00 

9 

Special   Investigations  for 
Construction  Contract 

R-1455 

5,000.00 

9 

Inspection  of  Construction 

R-1455 

20,000.00 

9 

Line  &  Grade  Survey  Control  for 
Construction 

R-1455 

2,000.00 

10 

Delivery  Parcel  Plans 

R-1 445.01 

5,000.00 

TOTAL         $80,400.00 
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B.      ELIGIBILITY  AND  COST  OF   ITEM   I  PROJECT  IMPROVEMENTS 

'  All   improvements  proposed  are  fully  contained   in  the  limits  of  the  NDP  boundaries  and 

»     are  eligible  under  the  categories  cited  herein. 

I 

1.      Demolition  and  Site  Clearance  (Refer  to  List  of  Properties  to  be  Acquired,  Section 
NDP-401,  Urban  Renewal  Plans) 

Demolition  contracts  will  be  submitted  during  the  Action  Year.  These  contracts  will 
be  accompanied  by  maps  indicating  the  size,  location  and  type  of  structures  to  be  demolished. 

The  estimates  for  site  clearance  are  based  on  the  experience  of  the  BRA  in  similar 
urban  renewal  projects.  To  calculate  demolition  estimates,  the  area  of  the  first  floor  of  each 
structure  was  multiplied  by  the  height  of  the  structure  to  estimate  cubic  footage.  The  cubic 
footage  thus  obtained  was  then  multiplied  by  a  factor  of  twelve  cents  per  cubic  foot  for 
wood  buildings  or  by  a  factor  of  ten  cents  per  cubic  foot  for  masonry  buildings  to  obtain 
the  demolition  estimate. 


a.      Gouldville-Dudley 


Street  Address 


Building 
Type 


Size 


Height 


Cubic 
Footage 


Demolition  Cost 


Brook  Avenue 

63 

101 

103 

104 

108 

110 


WF 
WF 
WF 
WF 
WF 
WF 


55  X  20 

33 

60  X  22 

33 

60  X  22 

33 

50  X  16 

22 

50  X  14 

22 

38  X  20 

33 

36,300 
43,560 
43,560 
17,600 
15,400 
25,080 


3,993.00 
4,791.60 
4,791.60 
1,936.00 
1,694.00 
2,758.80 


Sub 

Total 

181,500 

19,965.00 

Cottage 

Street 

44 

WF 

50 

X 

20 

33 

33,000 

3,630.00 

48 

WF 

50 

X 

35 

33 

57,750 

6,352.50 

Sub 

Total 

90,750 

9,982.50 

Dean  Street 

10 

WF 

50 

X 

22 

33 

36,300 

3,993.00 

11 

WF 

60 

X 

25 

33 

49,500 

5,445.00 

13 

WF 

50 

X 

20 

33 

33,000 

3,630.00 

13 

CB 

18 

X 

20 

11 

3,960 

435.60 

14 

WF 

50 

X 

22 

33 

22,000 

2,420.00 

Rear14 

WF 

35 

X 

20 

22 

15,400 

1,694.00 

21 

WF 

50 

X 

25 

33 

41 ,250 

4,537.50 

23 

WF 

50 

X 

20 

33 

33,000 

3,630.00 

27 

WF 

50 

X 

25 

33 

41,250 

4,537.50 

36 

WF 

35 

X 

20 

33 

23,100 

2,541.00 

Sub  Total 


298,760 


32,863.60 
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Building 

Cubic 

Street  Address 

Type 

Size 

Height 

Footage 

Demolition  Cost 

Downey  Court 

2 

WF 

38 

X 

16 

22 

13,376 

1,471.36 

Dudley  Street 

554 

8" 

Brick 

35 

X 

15 

12 

6,300 

693.00 

556      558 

8" 

Brick 

35 

X 

35 

12 

14,700 

1,617.00 

560      562 

8" 

Brick 

35 

X 

30 

12 

12,600 

1,386.00 

590 

12" 

'    Brick 

100 

X 

30 

12 

36,000 

3,960.00 

592 

12' 

'   Brick 

100 

X 

30 

12 

36,000 

3,960.00 

596 

12' 

'    Brick 

50 

X 

25 

12 

15,000 

1,650.00 

598      596A 

8" 

Brick 

50 

X 

35 

12 

21,000 

2,310.00 

600      602 

8" 

Brick 

50 

X 

45 

12 

27,000 

2,970.00 

604      606        8" 

&   12"    Brick 

50 

X 

40 

12 

24,000 

2,640.00 

630 

WF 

20 

X 

10 

11 

2,200 

242.00 

Sub  Total 

194,800 

21,428.00 

Julian  Street 

48 

WF 

80 

X 

20 

33 

52,800 

5,808.00 

Harlow  Street 

40 

WF 

55 

X 

20 

33 

36,300 

3,993.00 

Howard  Avenue 

31       33 

WF 

40 

X 

37 

33 

48,840 

5,372.40 

35 

WF 

40 

X 

15 

33 

19,800 

2,178.00 

37 

WF 

40 

X 

15 

33 

19,800 

2,178.00 

45 

WF 

50 

X 

20 

27 

27,000 

2,970.00 

Rear45 

WF 

25 

X 

17 

17 

7,225 

794.75 

47 

WF 

30 

X 

25 

22 

16,500 

1,815.00 

Sub  Total 

139,165 

15,308.15 

Ley  land  Street 

9 

WF 

60 

X 

30 

33 

59,400 

6,534.00 

Victor  Street 

6 

WF 

55 

X 

20 

33 

36,300 

3,993.00 

TOTALS 

1,103,151 

121,346.61 

+  20%  Contingencies 


USE 


24,269.32 
$145,615.93 
$146,000.00 
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b.      Lena  Park 

Street  Address 

Building 
Type 

Size 

Heigh 

8   Lome 

WF 

30 

X 

70 

33 

11    Lome 

WF 

25 

X 

63 

33 

12   Lome 

WF 

30 

X 

72 

33 

14   Lome 

WF 

33 

X 

70 

33 

15   Lome 

WF 

25 

X 

65 

33 

19   Lome 

WF 

25 

X 

63 

33 

20   Lome 

WF 

31 

X 

70 

33 

24    Lome 

WF 

31 

X 

71 

33 

27    Lome 

WF 

30 

X 

65 

33 

30   Lome 

WF 

30 

X 

68 

33 

31    Lome 

WF 

27 

X 

63 

33 

35  7    Lome 

WF 

49 

X 

48 

33 

38   Lome 

WF 

28 

X 

66 

33 

52   Lome 

BR 

63 

X 

67 

33 

53   Lome 

WF 

37 

X 

52 

33 

Sub  Total 
+  20% 

Conti 

ingencies 

TOTAL 


Cubic 
Footage 

Demolition  Cost 

69,300 

$     7,623.00 

51,975 

5,717.25 

71,280 

7,840.80 

76,230 

8,385.30 

53,625 

5,898.75 

51,975 

5,717.25 

71,610 

7,877.10 

72,633 

7,989.63 

64,350 

7,078.50 

67,320 

7,405.20 

56,133 

6,174.63 

77,616 

8,537.76 

60,984 

6,708.24 

139,293 

15,322.23 

63,492 

6,984.12 

$115,259.76 
23,051.95 

$138,311.71 

USE      $138,300.00 
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c.      Washington-Corey 


Street  Address 

20  Washington  Street 

65  Egremont  Street 
112  Corey   Road 

116  Corey   Road 
118-120  Corey    Road 


Building  Type 

Concrete 

Brick 
Brick 

Wood   Frame 
Wood   Frame 


Cubic  Footage 

Demolition  Cost 

14,000 
(250  c.y.  of  tanks 
@  $6.00/c.y.) 

$  3,200 

150,000 

$15,000 

142,000  plus 
floor 

$17,200 

30,000 

$  3,600 

60,000 

$  7,200 

Sub 

Total 

$46,200 

Contingencies 

20% 

9,240 

TOTAL 

$55,440 

2.      Street  Improvements  (See  Maps  12  A  to  C) 

Estimated  unit  costs  for  street  improvements  were  derived  from  1971  and  1972  contracts 
for  existing  urban  renewal  projects  in  Boston.  As  construction  will  not  be  undertaken  until 
1973  or  1974,  a  factor  of  20%  was  added  to  construction  costs  which  allows  for  2  years 
of  unit  cost  increases  at  10%  per  year  plus  a   10%  allowance  for  contingencies. 


Street  Improvements 
BREAKDOWN  OF  COST  BY  STREET 


a.       East  Boston  N.D.P.   II 

ITEM  UNIT 

LEWIS  STREET   RING    ROAD   (Preliminary) 


Paving 

Sidewalk 

Curb 


MARGINAL  STREET 


SY 
SY 
LF 


Paving 

Sidewalk 

Curb 


SY 
SY 
LF 


UNIT  COST     QUANTITY 


10.00 
8.50 
8.00 


10.00 
8.50 
8.00 


2,711 
1,300 
1,950 


Subtotal 


2,039 
689 
775 


Subtotal 


AMOUNT 


27,110.00 
11,050.00 
15,600.00 

53,760.00 


20,390.00 
5,856.50 
6,200.00 

32,446.50 
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PROPOSED  WATER  AND  STREET  IMPROVEMENTS        E«t  Boston 


200 


400 


Map  12  A 

Z2 


FECT 


Proposed  Street 


Proposed  Water  Lines 


i„».        Existing  Mater  Lines 


k 
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PROPOSED  WATER  AND  STREET  IMPROVEMENTS        Gouldvilte    Dudley 

c  iz: 


200 


400 


Map  12B 


3 


FEET 


Proposed  Street 


t 


Proposed  Water  Lines 
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^ 
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PROPOSED  WATER  AND  STREET  IMPROVEMENTS         Lens  Park 


O  200  400 

^^^  Proposed  Rights  of  W«y 

_  _  —  Existins  Wstei  Lines 

..___  Proponed  Water  Lines 


Map  12  C 


3 


^EET 
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ITEM 

MILL  STREET 

Paving 

Sidewalk 

Curb 


TOTAL  STREET  IMPROVEMENTS 

Paving 

Sidewalk 

Curb 


UNIT        UNIT  COST     QUANTITY 


SY 
SY 
LF 


10.00 
8.50 
8.00 


1,247 
453 
510 


Subtotal 


Subtotal 
+  30%  (2  yrs.  unit  cost  increase  @  10%  per  yr. 
for  2  yrs.  and   10%  Contingencies) 


AMOUNT 


12,470.00 
3,850.50 
4,080.00 

20,400.50 


SY 

10.00 

5,997 

59,970.00 

SY 

8.50 

2,442 

20,757.00 

LF 

8.00 

3,235 

25,880.00 

106,607.00 
31,982.10 


TOTAL     138,589.10 
USE  138,600.00 


b.      Gouldville-Dudley 

BROOK  AVENUE 

Paving 

Sidewalk 

Curb 

BURGESS  STREET 

Sidewalk 
Curb 


COTTAGE  STREET 

Sidewalk 
Curb 


r 


SY 
SY 
LF 


SY 
LF 


SY 
LF 


13.00 
8.50 
3.50 


8.50 
3.50 


8.50 
3.50 


2,040 
1,064 
1,370 


Subtotal 


147 
190 


Subtotal 


350 
450 


Subtotal 


26,520.00 
9,044.00 
4,795.00 

40,359.00 


1,249.50 
665.00 

1,914.50 


2,975.00 
1,575.00 

4,550.00 
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ITEM 


UNIT        UNIT  COST     QUANTITY 


AMOUNT 


DEAN  STREET 


Paving 

Sidewalk 

Curb 


DOWNEY  COURT 


Paving 

Sidewalk 

Curb 


HOWARD  AVENUE 


Paving 

Sidewalk 

Curb 


SY 
SY 
LF 


13.00 
8.50 
3.50 


1,024 

640 

1,005 


13,312.00 
5,440.00 
3,517.50 


Subtotal 

22,269.50 

SY 
SY 
LF 

13.00 
8.50 
3.50 

607 
327 
420 

7,891.00 
2,779.50 
1,470.00 

Subtotal 

12,140.50 

SY 
SY 
LF 

13.00 
8.50 
3.50 

2,055 
1,091 
1,408 

26,715.00 
9,273.50 
4,928.00 

Subtotal 


40,916.50 


HOWARD  PLACE 


Paving 

Sidewalk 

Curb 


SY 

13.00 

149 

1,937.00 

SY 

8.50 

216 

1,836.00 

LF 

3.50 

390 

1,365.00 

Subtotal 


5,138.00 


JUDSON  STREET 


Paving 

Sidewalk 

Curb 


SY 

13.00 

1,257 

16,341.00 

SY 

8.50 

602 

5,117.00 

LF 

3.50 

722 

2,527.00 

Subtotal 


23,985.00 


LEYLAND  STREET 


Paving 

Sidewalk 

Curb 


VICTOR   STREET 


Paving 

Sidewalk 

Curb 


SY 
SY 
LF 

13.00 
8.50 
3.50 

2,051 
1,086 
1,395 

26,663.00 
9,231.00 
4,882.50 

Subtotal 

40,776.50 

SY 
SY 
LF 

13.00 
8.50 
3.50 

375 
170 
440 

4,875.00 
1,445.00 
1 ,540.00 

Subtotal 


7,860.00 
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t  ITEM 


UNIT        UNIT  COST    QUANTITY 


[[  TOTAL  STREET  IMPROVEMENTS 


Paving 

Sidewalks 

Curb 


SY 
SY 

LF 


13.00 
8.50 
3.50 


9,558 
5,693 
7,790 


Subtotal 


AMOUNT 


124,254.00 
48,390.50 
27,265.00 

199.909.50 


+30%  (Two  years  unit  cost  increase  at  10%  per  year  plus  Contingencies)     59,972.85 

TOTAL         259,882.35 
USE  $260,000.00 


c.       Lena  Park 

HARVARD  STREET 

Sidewalks 
Curb 

LORNE  STREET 

Paving 

Sidewalks 

Curb 

TOTAL  STREET   IMPROVEMENTS 

Street  Adjustments 

Paving 

Sidewalks 

Curb 


SY 
LF 

8.50 
8.50 

477 
715 

4,054.50 
6,077.50 

Subtotal 

10,132.00 

SY 
SY 
LF 

13.00 
8.50 
8.50 

5,131 
1,674 
2,510 

66,703.00 
14,229.00 
21,335.00 

Subtotal 

102,267.00 

SY 

13.00 

5,131 

66,703.00 

SY 

8.50 

2,151 

18,283.50 

LF 

8.50 

3,225 

27,412.50 

Subtotal 
+  30%  (2years  unit  cost  increase  @  10%  per  yr., 
and   10%  Contingencies) 


TOTAL 
USE 


112,399.00 
33,719.70 
146,118.70 
$146,100.00 
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►   ITEM 


UNIT        UNIT  COST    QUANTITY 


if  d.      Washington-Corey 

'   TOTAL  STREET  IMPROVEMENTS 


Sidewalks 
Curb 


SY 
LF 


8.50 
3.50 


800 
800 

Subtotal 


+  30%  (Unit  Cost  increases  at  10%  per  year  and 
10%  Contingencies) 


TOTAL 
USE 


AMOUNT 


S  6,800 
S  2,800 

S  9,600 


$  2,880 
$12,480 
$12,000 


3.      Street  Lighting 

Estimates  for  lighting  are  based  on  recent  experience  of  the  BRA  in  its  existing  urban 
renewal  projects  over  the  past  year.  An  item  of  30%  was  added  for  contingencies  and  unit 
cost  increases. 


Street  Lighting  Improvements 
Breakdown  of  Cost  by  Street 


East  Boston  II 


LEWIS  STREET  RING   ROAD  (Preliminary) 

Cast  Aluminum  Control  Cabinet 

with  Pull   Box 
Conduit  &  Cable  in   Place 
Street   Light  Base,  Pole,   Bracket 

and   Luminair  in  place 
Pull   Box  in  place 


MARGINAL  STREET 

Cast  Aluminum  Control  Cabinet 

with  Pull   Box 
Conduit  &  Cable  in  Place 
Street  Light  Base,  Pole,  Bracket 

and   Luminair  in  place 
Pull   Box  in  place 


EA 
LF 

1,300.00 
7.00 

1 
1,240 

$   1,300.00 
8,680.00 

EA 
EA 

640.00 
300.00 

13 
5 

8,320.00 
1,500.00 

Subtotal 

$19,800.00 

EA 

1,300.00 

1 

1,300.00 

LF 

7.00 

602 

4,214.00 

EA 
EA 

640.00 
300.00 

5 
3 

3,200.00 
900.00 

Subtotal 

$  9,614.00 
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J  ITEM 


UNIT        UNIT  COST    QUANTITY 


AMOUNT 


..    MILL  STREET 

^'   Conduit  &  Cable  in  Place 
Street   Light  Base,  Pole,  Bracket 

and   Luminair  in  place 
Pull   Box  in  place 


TOTAL  STREET   LIGHTING 

Cast  Aluminum  Control  Cabinet 

with  Pull   Box 
Conduit  &  Cable  in   Place 
Street   Light  Base,  Pole,  Bracket 

and   Luminair  in  place 
Pull   Box  in  place 


LF 

EA 
EA 


7.00 

640.00 
300.00 


295 

3 
2 


Subtotal 


and  10%  Contingencies) 


$  2,065.00 

1 ,920.00 
600.00 

$  4,585.00 


EA 
LF 

1,300.00 
7.00 

2 
2,137 

$  2,600.00 
14,959.00 

EA 
EA 

640.00 
300.00 

21 
10 

13,440.00 
3,000.00 

rease 
cies) 

Subtotal 
@  10%  per  yr. 

33,999.00 
10,199.70 

TOTAL 

44,198.70 

USE 

$44,200.00 

b.      Gouldville-Dudley 

BROOK  AVENUE 

Cast  Aluminum  Control  Cabinet 

w/  pull   box 
Conduit  and  Cable  in  place 
Street   Light  Base  in   place 
Pole,   Bracket  &   Luminair 
Pull   Box  in  place 


BURGESS  STREET 

Conduit  and  Cable  in  place 
Street   Light  Base  in  place 
Pole,   Bracket  &   Luminair 
Pull   Box   in  place 


EA 

1,300.00 

1 

$ 

1,300.00 

LF 
EA 
EA 
EA 

7.00 
150.00 
640.00 
300.00 

710 
9 
9 
5 

4,970.00 
1,350.00 
5,760.00 
1,500.00 

Subtotal 

$ 

14,880.00 

LF 
EA 
EA 
EA 

7.00 
150.00 
640.00 
300.00 

120 
2 
2 

1 

$ 

840.00 

300.00 

1,280.00 

300.00 

Subtotal 

$ 

2,720.00 
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ITEM 


UNIT        UNIT  COST    QUANTITY 


AMOUNT 


DEAN  STREET 


Cast  Aluminum  Control  Cabinet 

EA 

1,300.00 

1 

$ 

1,300.00 

w/pull  box 

Conduit  and  Cable  in  place 

LF 

7.00 

530 

3,710.00 

Street   Light   Base  in   place 

EA 

150.00 

8 

1,200.00 

Pole,   Bracket  &   Luminair 

EA 

640.00 

8 

5,120.00 

Pull   Box   in  place 

EA 

300.00 

4 

1,200.00 

Subtotal 

$ 

12,530.00 

DOWNEY  COURT 


Conduit  and  Cable  in  place 
Street   Light   Base  in  place 
Pole,   Bracket  &   Luminair 
Pull   Box   in  place 


HOWARD  AVENUE 

Conduit  and  Cable  in  place 
Street  Light  Base  in  place 
Pole,   Bracket  &   Luminair 
Pull   Box  in  place 


LF 

7.00 

220 

$ 

1,540.00 

EA 

150.00 

3 

450.00 

EA 

640.00 

3 

1,920.00 

EA 

300.00 

2 

600.00 

Subtotal 

$ 

4,510.00 

LF 

7.00 

750 

$ 

5,250.00 

EA 

150.00 

10 

1,500.00 

EA 

640.00 

10 

6,400.00 

EA 

300.00 

5 

1,500.00 

Subtotal 

$ 

14,650.00 

HOWARD  PLACE 


Conduit  and  Cable  in  place 
Street   Light  Base  in  place 
Pole,   Bracket  &   Luminair 
Pull   Box  in  place 


LF 
EA 
EA 
EA 


7.00 
150.00 
640.00 
300.00 


200 
3 
3 
2 


Subtotal 


$     1,400.00 

450.00 

1,920.00 

600.00 

$     4,370.00 


JUDSON   STREET 


Conduit  and  Cable  in  place 
Street   Light  Base  in  place 
Pole,   Bracket  &   Luminair 
Pull   Box   in  place 


LF 
EA 
EA 
EA 


7.00 

500 

150.00 

7 

640.00 

7 

300.00 

4 

Subtotal 


$  3,500.00 
1,050.00 
4,480.00 
1,200.00 

$  10,230.00 


LEYLAND  STREET 


Cast  Aluminum  Control  Cabinet 

w/  pull  box 
Conduit  and  Cable  in  place 
Street   Light  Base  in  place 
Pole,   Bracket  &   Luminair 
Pull   Box  in  place 


EA 

LF 
EA 
EA 
EA 


1,300.00 


7.00 

680 

150.00 

9 

640.00 

9 

300.00 

5 

Subtotal 


$     1,300.00 

4,760.00 
1,350.00 
5,760.00 
1,500.00 

S   14,670.00 
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ITEM 

UNIT 

UNIT  COST    QUANTITY 

AMOUNT 

VICTOR  STREET 

Conduit  and  Cable  in  place 

LF 

7.00              160 

$ 

1,120.00 

Street   Light   Base  in  place 

EA 

150.00                 2 

300.00 

Pole,   Bracket  &   Luminair 

EA 

640.00                 2 

1,280.00 

Pull   Box   in  place 

EA 

300.00                  1 

300.00 

Subtotal 

$ 

3,000.00 

TOTAL  STREET  LIGHTING 

Cast  Aluminum  Control  Cabinet 

with  pull  box 
Conduit  and  Cable 
Street   Light  Base 
Pole,   Bracket  &   Luminair 
Pull   Box   in  Place 


Subtotal 
+  30%  (20%  unit  cost  increase  plus  10%  Contingency) 


EA 

1 ,300.00 

3 

$     3,900.00 

LF 

7.00 

3,870 

27,090.00 

EA 

150.00 

53 

7,950.00 

EA 

640.00 

53 

33,920.00 

EA 

300.00 

29 

8,700.00 

TOTAL 
USE 


$  81,560.00 
24,468.00 

$106,028.00 

$106,000.00 


c.       Lena  Park 

HARVARD  STREET 

Control  Cabinet 
Conduit  and  Cable 
Street   Light  Base 
Pole,   Bracket  &   Luminair 
Pull   Box 


LORNE  STREET 

Control  Cabinet 
Conduit  and  Cable 
Street   Light   Base 
Pole,   Bracket  &   Luminair 
Pull   Box 


EA 
LF 
EA 
EA 
EA 

1,300.00 

7.00 

150.00 

640.00 

300.00 

1 

898 

10 

10 

5 

$  1,300.00 
6,286.00 
1,500.00 
6,400.00 
1,500.00 

Subtotal 

$16,986.00 

EA 
LF 
EA 
EA 
EA 

1,300.00 

7.00 

150.00 

640.00 

300.00 

1 

1,589 

17 

17 

8 

$  1,300.00 
11,123.00 

2,550.00 
10,880.00 

2,400.00 

Subtotal 

$28,253.00 
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:iTEM 


UNIT        UNIT  COST    QUANTITY 


AMOUNT 


['TOTAL  STREET  LIGHTING 


Control  Cabinet 
Conduit  and  Cable 
Street  Light  Base 
Pole,  Bracket  &  Luminair 
Pull   Box 


EA 
LF 
EA 
EA 
EA 


1,300.00 

7.00 

150.00 

640.00 

300.00 


2 

2,487 
27 
27 
14 


+  30%  (2  yrs.  unit  cost  increase  @  10%  per  yr 
and   10%  contingencies) 


$  2,600.00 
17,409.00 

4,050.00 
17,280.00 

4,200.00 


Subtotal 

$45,539.00 

13,661.70 

TOTAL 

$59,200.70 

USE 

$59,200.00 

4.      Water  Service  Improvements  (See  Map  12  a  to  C) 

The  estimated  costs  for  water  service  improvements  are  based  on  the  experience  of 
the  BRA  over  the  past  year  in  its  existing  urban  renewal  projects.  A  factor  of  30%  was 
added  to  cover  contingencies  and  unit  cost  increases. 

The  existing  water  lines  serving  the  N.D.P.  sites  are  large  enough  to  serve  project  needs. 
The  estimated  costs  cover  the  expense  in  providing  water  service  to  the  interior  of  the  NDP 
sites. 

Water  Improvements 

Breakdown  of  Cost  by  Street 

a.      East  Boston  II 


LEWIS  STREET  RING   ROAD  (Preliminary) 


12"  CICL  Pipe 
12"   Valves 
6"  CICL  Pipe 
6"  Valves 
Hydrants 
Connections 


MARGINAL  STREET 

12"   CICL  Pipe 
12"   Valves 
6"   CICL  Pipe 
6"  Valves 
Hydrants 


LF 
EA 
LF 
EA 
EA 
EA 


20.00 

987 

500.00 

3 

18.00 

128 

400.00 

4 

750.00 

4 

1,275.00 

1 

$19,740.00 
1,500.00 
2,304.00 
1,600.00 
3,000.00 
1,275.00 


Subtotal 

$29,419.00 

LF 

20.00 

415 

$  8,300.00 

EA 

500.00 

3 

1,500.00 

LF 

18.00 

60 

1,080.00 

EA 

400.00 

2 

800.00 

EA 

750.00 

2 

1,500.00 

Subtotal 


$13,180.00 
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ITEM 


UNIT        UNIT  COST    QUANTITY 


AMOUNT 


MILL  STREET 

12"  CICL  Pipe 
12"  Valves 
6"  CICL  Pipe 
6"  Valves 
Hydrants 


LF 
EA 
LF 
EA 
EA 


TOTAL  WATER  SERVICE   IMPROVEMENTS 


12"  CICL  Pipe 
12"   Valves 
6"  CICL  Pipe 
6"  Valves 
Hydrants 
Connections 


LF 
EA 
LF 
EA 
EA 
EA 


20.00 

275 

500.00 

1 

18.00 

80 

400.00 

2 

750.00 

2 

Subtotal 


20.00 

1,677 

500.00 

7 

18.00 

268 

400.00 

8 

750.00 

8 

1,275.00 

1 

Subtotal 
+  30%  (2  yrs.  unit  cost  increase  @  10%  per  yr. 
and  10%  contingencies) 


TOTAL 


USE 


$  5,500.00 
500.00 

1,440.00 
800.00 

1,500.00 

$  9,740.00 


$33,540.00 
3,500.00 
4,824.00 
3,200.00 
6,000.00 
1,275.00 

$52,339.00 

$15,701.70 

$68,040.70 

$68,000.00 


b.      Gouldville-Dudley 

DEAN  STREET 

3/4"   House  connectors 
8"  C.I.  C.L. 
8"   Gate 
New  Hydrant 


DOWNEY  COURT 

3/4"   House  connectors 
8"  C.I.  C.L. 
8"   Gate 
Hydrant   R   &   R 


EA 
LF 
EA 
EA 

300.00 

25.00 

400.00 

1,000.00 

5 

570 

3 

1 

$   1,500.00 

14,250.00 

1,200.00 

1,000.00 

Subtotal 

$17,950.00 

EA 
LF 
EA 
EA 

300.00 

25.00 

400.00 

500.00 

5 

215 

2 

1 

$   1,500.00 

5,375.00 

800.00 

1,000.00 

Subtotal 

$  8,675.00 
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LF 
EA 
EA 


ITEM 

HOWARD  PLACE 

8"  C.I.  C.L. 
8"   Gate 
New  Hydrant 

JUDSON  STREET 

8"   C.I.  C.L. 
8"   Gate 
Hydrant   R  &   R 

VICTOR  STREET 

8"   C.I.  C.L. 
8"   Gate 


TOTAL  WATER  SERVICE   IMPROVEMENTS 


UNIT        UNIT  COST     QUANTITY 


3/4"   House  Connectors 
8"  C.I.  C.L. 
8"   Gate 
New  Hydrant 
Hydrant   R  &   R 


25.00 

400.00 

1,000.00 


205 
2 
1 


Subtotal 


+  30%  (2  years  unit  cost  increase  @ 
and  10%  Contingencies) 


EA 
LF 
EA 
EA 
EA 

300.00                10 

25.00          1,800 

400.00                13 

1,000.00                 3 

500.00                  1 

crease  @ 
ncies) 

Subtotal 
10%  per  year 

TOTAL 
USE 

AMOUNT 


$  5,125.00 
800.00 
1,000.00 


Subtotal 

$  6,925.00 

LF 
EA 
EA 

25.00             560 
400.00                 4 
500.00                  1 

$14,000.00 

1 ,600.00 

500.00 

Subtotal 

$16,100.00 

LF 
EA 

25.00             250 
400.00                 2 

$  6,250.00 
800.00 

$  7,050.00 

$  3,000.00 

45,000.00 

5,200.00 

3,000.00 

500.00 

$56,700.00 

17,010.00 

$73,710.00 

$73,700.00 


Lena  Park 


TOTAL  WATER  SERVICE   IMPROVEMENTS  (Lome  Street) 


8"  CICL  Pipe 

8"  Valve 

6"  C.I.  C.L.  Pipe 

6"   Valve 

Hydrant 


Subtotal 
+  30%  (2  years  unit  cost  increases  @  10%  per  year 
plus  10%  Contingencies) 


LF 

25.00 

1,262 

$31,550.00 

EA 

400.00 

3 

1,200.00 

LF 

18.00 

100 

1,800.00 

EA 

400.00 

5 

2,000.00 

EA 

750.00 

5 

3,750.00 

TOTAL 


USE 


$40,300.00 

12,090.00 

$52,390.00 

$52,400.00 
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5.      Storm  and  Sanitary  Sewer  Improvements  (See  Map  13  A  to  C) 

New  storm  sewers  to  the  interiors  of  three  of  the  N.D.P.  sites  are  proposed.  As  indicated 
earlier,  Boston  is  currently  served  by  a  combined  sewer  system  and  the  separation  of  storm 
and  sanitary  waste  is  a  project  goal. 

The  existing  sanitary  sewers  were  constructed  in  the  late  1920's  and 
1^30's  and  for  the  purposes  of  this  application  are  proposed  to  be  retained  as  the  sanitary 
sewer  system.  This  system  will  be  retained  unless  the  sewer  study  proves  their  retention 
is  not  feasible. 

Unit  costs  for  sanitary  sewers  were  derived  from  1971  and  1972  construction  contracts 
for  existing  urban  renewal  projects.  A  factor  of  30%  was  added  to  cover  unit  cost  increases 
and  contingencies. 


Storm  and  Sanitary  Sewer  Improvements 
Breakdown  of  Costs  by  Street 


East  Boston  II 


ITEM 


UNIT        UNIT  COST    QUANTITY 


AMOUNT 


LEWIS  STREET  RING   ROAD  (Preliminary) 


10"   VC  Pipe 
Manhole 
10"   RCP 
15"    RCP 
18"   RCP 
24"    RCP 
Catch   Basin 
Manholes 
Tide  Gate 


LF 

30.00 

425 

$  12,750.00 

EA 

1,800.00 

1 

1,800.00 

LF 

18.00 

150 

2,700.00 

LF 

28.00 

256 

7,168.00 

LF 

36.00 

590 

21,240.00 

LF 

50.00 

54 

2,700.00 

EA 

700.00 

9 

6,300.00 

EA 

1,800.00 

4 

7,200.00 

Lump/Sum 

5,000.00 

1 

5,000.00 

Subtotal 

$  66,858.00 

MARGINAL  STREET 


10"  VC  Pipe 
12"  VC  Pipe 
Manhole 

Manhole  modified 
10"   RCP 
15"   RCP 
Catch   Basin 


LF 

30.00 

255 

$     7,650.00 

LF 

35.00 

210 

7,350.00 

EA 

1,800.00 

4 

7,200.00 

EA 

1,500.00 

1 

1,500.00 

LF 

18.00 

212 

3,816.00 

LF 

28.00 

246 

6,888.00 

EA 

700.00 

6 

4,200.00 

Subtotal 


$  38,604.00 


MILL  STREET 


10"  VC  Pipe 
Manhole 


LF 
EA 


30.00 
1,800.00 


205 
1 


6,150.00 
1,800.00 


Subtotal 


$     7,950.00 
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PROPOSED  SANrTARY  AND  STORM  SEWER 
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PROPOSED  STORM  AND  SANITAIV  SEWER 


Gouldville    Dudley 
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Map  13  B 
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PROPOSED  SANITARY  AND  STORM  SEWER 


Lena  Park 
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S  ITEM 

r 
't 


UNIT        UNIT  COST    QUANTITY 

TOTAL  STORM  AND  SANITARY  SEWER   IMPROVEMENTS 


AMOUNT 


SANITARY  SEWER 

10"  VC  Pipe 
12"  VC  Pipe 
Manhole 

Manhole  modified 
10"  RCP 
15"  RCP 
18"  RCP 
24"  RCP 
Catch  Basin 
Tide  Gate 


LF 

30.00             335 

LF 

35.00             210 

EA 

1,800.00                10 

EA 

1,500.00                  1 

LF 

18.00             362 

LF 

28.00             502 

LF 

36.00             590 

LF 

50.00               54 

EA 

700.00                15 

Lump/Sum 

5,000.00                  1 

Subtotal 

+  30%  (2  yrs.  unit  cost  increase  @  10%  per  yr. 
and   10%  Contingencies) 


TOTAL 


USE 


$  26,550.00 
7,350.00 

18,000.00 
1,500.00 
6,516.00 

14,056.00 

21,240.00 
2,700.00 

10,500.00 
5,000.00 

$113,412.00 

34,023.60 

$147,435.60 

$147,500.00 


b.      Gouldville-Dudley 

BROOK  AVENUE 

10"  Storm  Drain 
12"  Storm  Drain 
Revise  Catch  Basin 
S.   D.  Manhole 


DUDLEY  STREET 

10"  Storm   Drain 
12"  Storm  Drain 
15"  Storm  Drain 
Revise  Catch  Basin 
S.   D.  Manhole 


HOWARD  AVENUE 

10"  Storm   Drain 
12"  Storm  Drain 
Revise  Catch   Basin 
S.  D.  Manhole 


LF 
LF 
EA 
EA 

18.00              165 

25.00             510 

300.00                 8 

1,800.00                 3 

$     2,970.00 

12,750.00 

2,400.00 

5,400.00 

Subtotal 

$  23,520.00 

LF 
LF 
LF 
EA 
EA 

18.00              155 

25.00             270 

32.00             345 

300.00                 5 

1,800.00                 3 

$     2,790.00 

6,750.00 

11,040.00 

1,500.00 

5,400.00 

Subtotal 

$  27,480.00 

LF 
LF 
EA 
EA 

18.00              170 

25.00             835 

300.00                 7 

1,800.00                 4 

$     3,060.00 

20,875.00 

2,100.00 

7,200.00 

Subtotal 


$  33,235.00 


189 


Ir 


ITEM                                                                  UNIT        UNIT  COST  QUANTITY  AMOUNT 

jf  TOTAL  STORM  AND  SANITARY  SEWER   IMPROVEMENTS 

ri  10"  Storm  Drain                                               LF                      18.00  490  $     8,820.00 

.  12"  Storm  Drain                                               LF                      25.00  1,615  40,375.00 


18.00 

490 

25.00 

1,615 

32.00 

345 

300.00 

20 

1,800.00 

10 

15"  Storm   Drain  LF  32.00  345  11,040.00 

Revise  Catch  Basin  EA  300.00  20  6,000.00 

S.  D.  Manhole  EA  1,800.00  10  18,000.00 

Subtotal  $  84,235.00 

+  30%  (2  year  unit  cost  increase  at  10%  per  year 

plus  10%  Contingencies)  25,270.00 

TOTAL         $109,505.00 

USE  $109,500.00 

c.      Lena  Park 

TOTAL  SANITARY  SEWER  AND  STORM   DRAINAGE   (LORNE  STREET) 

10"   RCP 

15"   RCP 

Catch  Basin 

10"   U.C. 

Manhole 

Connections  to  existing 

Pipes  or  Manhole  EA  500.00  4  2,000.00 

Subtotal  $31,974.00 

+  30%  (2  yrs.  unit  cost  increase  @  10%  per  yr. 

and   10%  Contingencies)  9,592.20 

TOTAL         $41,566.20 

USE  $41,600.00 


6.      Parks  and  Public  Areas 

Playground  areas  are  proposed  in  the  Gouldville-Dudley  and  Lena  Park  areas.  These 
facilities  will  serve  the  recreation  needs  of  the  residents  of  the  proposed  family  housing 
in  addition  to  an  institutional  use.  The  Lena  Park  recreation  facility  will  abut  the  Lena 
Park  Community  Service  Center,  and  the  Gouldville-Dudley  facility  will  abut  the  Dennison 
House  and  an  elementary  school. 

A  factor  of  30%  was  added  to  cover  contingencies  and  unit  cost  increases. 


LF 

18.00 

236 

$  4,248.00 

LF 

28.00 

308 

8,624.00 

EA 

700.00 

11 

7,700.00 

LF 

30.00 

734 

2,202.00 

EA 

1,800.00 

4 

7,200.00 
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i;iTEM 


UNIT        UNIT  COST     QUANTITY 


AMOUNT 


[f  a.      Gouldville-Dudley 

.■  Site  Preparation 

Drainage 

Subsurface  Drainage 
Catch   Basins 

Playing  Field  &  Stadium  Seats 

Concrete  Bleacher  Seats 

Bitumenous  Concrete 

Basketball   Backboards 

Hockey  Nets 

Lights 

Safety  Surface 

Concrete  Walls 


SF 


LF 
EA 


SF 
SY 
EA 
Set 
EA 
SF 
LF 


.50  22,000  $   11,000.00 


3,200.00 
5,000.00 


10,000.00 

6,300.00 

1,600.00 

600.00 

12,000.00 

640.00 

2,400.00 


4.00 

800 

500.00 

10 

5.00 

2,000 

3.00 

2,100 

400.00 

4 

600.00 

1 

3,000.00 

4 

1.00 

640 

8.00 

300 

Play  Area 

Timberform  Complex 

Sand 

Railroad  Tie  Wall 

Cobblestone  Play  Mounds 

Planting 

Austrian  Pine 
Japanese  Pagoda  Tree 
Little  Leaf  Linden 

Paths  &  Sitting  Areas 

Concrete  Aggregate 

Benches 

Trash   Receptacles 

Lighting 

Drinking  Fountains 

Concrete  Tables  &  Seats 


LS 
SF 
LF 
LS 


EA 
EA 
EA 


SF 

EA 

EA 

EA 

EA 

EA 


.50 

4,000 

4.00 

400 

2 

250.00 

20 

250.00 

15 

200.00 

5 

2.00 

8,000 

250.00 

20 

150.00 

10 

1,000.00 

15 

500.00 

3 

500.00 

3 

Subtotal 
+  30%  (Unit  Cost  Increase  &  Contingency) 


20,000.00 
2,000.00 
1,600.00 
4,000.00 


5,000.00 
3,750.00 
1,000.00 


16,000.00 
5,000.00 
1,500.00 

15,000.00 
1,500.00 
1,500.00 

$130,590.00 
39,177.00 


TOTAL         $169,767.00 


USE 


$170,000.00 
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IJITEM 


UNIT        UNIT  COST     QUANTITY 


AMOUNT 


ii"- 


Lena  Park 


'  Foundation    Removal 
Concrete  Removal 
Bitumenous  Concrete   Removal 
Misc.   Removals 
C.L.   Fence   Removal 
Clearing  &  Grubbing 
Unclass.   Excavation 
Bit.  Cone.   Binder  &  Base 
Bit.  Cone.  Curb 
Gravel  -  Tot  Lot 
Sand  -  Tot  Lot 
Cobblestone  Walk  -  Gravel 
Precast  Cone.  Curb 
Cone.  Wall 

Special   Forming  (exposed) 
Wall   Backfill 
2"  Copper  Pipe 
1   1/2"  Copper  Pipe 
1"   Copper  Pipe 
Water  Meter  Manhole 
Fountain,  Pad,  &  Valves 
Stop  &  Waste  Valve  -  1" 
Stop  Valve 
Water  Connection 
Box   Hydrant  -   1" 
Control  Cab.  &  Base 
Handholes  (cone,  cover) 
Handholes  (metal  cover) 
Light  Pole  Base 
3"    Rigid  St.  Conduit 
2"    Rigid  St.  Conduit 
Elect.  Connection 
Wall  Sleeve  -  Elect. 
Catch  Basin 
Manhole 

Flood  Control   Manhole 
Poroswall  -  8"   Cone.  Pipe 
6"   Cone.  Pipe 
6"   C.I.  Tyton   Pipe 
8"   V.C.  Pipe 
Drain  Connection 
Misc.  Work  Allowance 
Bit.  Cone.  Wearing  Course 
Sealcoating 

Cobble  Pav't.  on  Cone.  Base 
Benches 

Trash  Receptacles  &  Pads 
V.C.C.L.  Fence  -  6'  High 
Basketball   Backstops 


CY 
LS 
SY 
LS 
LF 
LS 
CY 
SY 
LF 
CY 
CY 
CY 
LF 
CY 
SF 
CY 
LF 
LF 
LF 
LS 
EA 
EA 
EA 
LS 
EA 
LS 
EA 
EA 
EA 
LF 
LF 
LS 
LS 
EA 
EA 
EA 
LF 
LF 
LF 
LF 
LS 
LS 
SY 
SY 
SY 
LF 
EA 
LF 
EA 


10.00 


57 


1.00 

1,300 

1.00 

150 

5.00 

50 

4.50 

1,085 

1.00 

328 

6.00 

26 

8.00 

33 

6.00 

11 

6.00 

100 

150.00 

35 

1.00 

1,294 

6.00 

18 

10.00 

58 

8.00 

60 

8.00 

25 

400.00 

1 

50.00 

1 

50.00 

1 

250.00 

1 

225.00 

6 

350.00 

3 

215.00 

9 

6.00 

376 

6.00 

100 

800.00 

2 

800.00 

1 

1,000.00 

1 

10.00 

45 

8.00 

65 

8.00 

55 

8.00 

115 

2.00 

1,085 

1.00 

1,085 

30.00 

64 

30.00 

60 

150.00 

3 

8.00 

260 

500.00 

2 

570.00 

100.00 

1,300.00 

200.00 

150.00 

200.00 

250.00 

4,882.50 

328.00 

156.00 

264.00 

66.00 

600.00 

5,250.00 

1,294.00 

108.00 

580.00 

480.00 

200.00 

800.00 

400.00 

50.00 

50.00 

1,400.00 

250.00 

1,500.00 

1,350.00 

1,050.00 

1,935.00 

2,632.00 

600.00 

500.00 

200.00 

1,600.00 

800.00 

1,000.00 

450.00 

520.00 

440.00 

920.00 

1,000.00 

500.00 

2,170.00 

1,085.00 

1,920.00 

1,800.00 

450.00 

2,080.00 

1,000.00 
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i  ITEM                                                                  UNIT        UNIT  COST    QUANTITY  AMOUNT 

11  Timber  Bollards                                                 LF                      10.00             126  1,260.00 

^"Timber  Unit  #W-108                                       EA                5,000.00                  1  5,000.00 

Timber  Unit  #533                                            EA                 1,000.00                  1  1,000.00 

Trees  -  3"  Cal.                                                  EA                   250.00                 4  1,000.00 

Shrubs                                                                 EA                      75.00               20  1,500.00 

Topsoil  &  Sod                                                  SY                        5.00             869  4,345.00 

Subtotal  $61,535.50 
+  30%  (2  yrs.  unit  cost  increase  @  10%  per  year 

and   10%  Contingencies)  18,460.65 

TOTAL  $79,996.15 

USE  $80,000.00 


7.  Seawall   Reconstruction  -  East  Boston  II 

The  seawall  along  the  southern  and  western  border  of  the  East  Boston  II  N.D.P.  site 
will  be  reconstructed  as  part  of  the  public  improvements.  Based  on  recent  construction  on 
the  downtown  waterfront,  this  is  expected  to  cost  $470,000  (470  L.F.  at  $1,000  per  L. 
F.). 

8.  Police  Signal  and  Fire  Alarm 

A  police  signal  and  fire  alarm  systems  currently  do  not  exist  within  the  NOP  areas. 
New  systems  are  planned. 

Unit  costs  for  these  systems  are  based  on  recent  contracts  with  the  BRA  in  existing 
urban  renewal  areas.  A  factor  of  30%  was  added  to  cover  contingencies  and  unit  cost  increases. 

Breakdown  of  Police  Signal  and  Fire  Alarm 
Costs  by  Project  Areas 

ITEM  UNIT  AMOUNT 

a.       East  Boston  II 

Police  Signal  and   Fire  Alarm  L.S.  $  7,700 

Contingencies  &  Construction 

Cost  Escalation  @  30%  2,300 


TOTAL  $10,000 


b.      Gouldville-Dudley 


Police  Signal  and   Fire  Alarm  L.S.  $  7,700 

Contingencies  &  Construction 

Cost  Escalation  @  30%  2,300 

■t. 

TOTAL  $10,000 
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[ftTEM  UNIT  AMOUNT 

c.       Lena  Park 


I 


[fPolice  Signal  and   Fire  Alarm  L.S.  $  3,850 

[(Contingencies  &  Construction 

Cost  Escalation  @  30%  1,150 

TOTAL  $  5,000 

9.      Traffic  Control  and  Signing 

Traffic  control  costs,  which  include  traffic  signs  and  pedestrian  crossings,  are  based  on 
recent  construction  contracts  for  existing  urban  renewal  areas.  A  factor  of  30%  was  added 
to  cover  contingencies  and  unit  cost  increases.  Traffic  control  costs  for  each  project  area 
appear  on  the  following  tables. 

TRAFFIC  CONTROL  AND  SIGNING 
COST  BREAKDOWN  BY  PROJECT  AREA 

a.      East  Boston  II 

Traffic  Control  and  Signing  L.S.  $  7,700 

Contingencies  &  Construction 

Cost  Escalation  @  30%  2,300 


TOTAL  $10,000 


b.      Gouldville-Dudley 


Traffic  Control  and  Signing  L.S.  $  7,700 

Contingencies  &  Construction 

Cost  Escalation  @  30%  2,300 


TOTAL  $10,000 


Lena  Park 


Traffic  Control  and  Signing  L.S.  $       770 

Contingencies  &  Construction 

Cost  Escalation  @  30%  230 


TOTAL  $  1,000 

ELIGIBILITY  AND  COST  DATA  FOR  PROPOSED  PROJECT  IMPROVEMENTS 

1.      Identification  of  Improvement  by  Categories  in  Urban  Renewal  Handbook 

Street   Improvements  Categories  1   &  2 

Lighting  Category  3 

Water  Improvements  Category  7 

Storm   Drainage  Category  7 

Sanitary  Sewers  Category  7 

Parks  and  Public  Areas  Category  8 

Police  Signal  &  Fire  Alarm  Category  6 

Traffic  Control  &  Signing  Category  3 

Seawall   Reconstruction  Category   12 
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2.      Description  of  Scope  of  Character  and  General  Design  Features  of  Each  Improvement 

a.  Street  Improvements 

Interior  streets  will  be  completely  reconstructed.  These  streets  exhibit  age  and 
obsolescence  and  as  trench  excavation  for  lights  and  utilities  will  destory  much  of  the 
existing  pavement,  base,  and  subbase,  reconstruction  is  warranted  Maps  12  A  to  C 
indicate  the  location  of  the  proposed  street  improvements. 

b.  Storm   Drains 

Many  areas  in  the  City  of  Boston  are  currently  served  by  a  combined  sanitary 
and  storm  drainage  system.  The  plans  call  for  the  separation  of  the  two  and  the 
placement  of  new  catch  basins  at  strategic  points  throughout  the  areas.  Maps  13  A 
to  C  show  the  location  of  the  proposed  storm  drainage  improvements. 

The  City  of  Boston  does  not  have  uniform  design  standards  relating  to  storm 
drainage  other  than  that  storm  drains  shall  be  designed  with  good  engineering  practice. 
Design  criteria  used  are  as  follows: 

(1)  A  rational  method  will  be  used  to  determine  design  discharge. 

(2)  Design  storm  return  frequency:   10  years. 

(3)  Runoff  coefficients 

(a)  Impervious  areas  -  0.90 

(b)  Composite  areas  -  0.40 

(4)  Time  of  concentration  to  first  inlet:  Time  of  overland  flow  plus  time  of  flow 
in  gutter  using  a  5  minute  minimum. 

(5)  Pipe  designed  to  flow  just  full. 

(6)  Mannings  coefficient  of  roughness 

15"  through  24"    RCP  N  =  0.015 

30"    RCP  and  up  N  =  0.013 

(7)  Minimum  velocity  in  storm  sewers:  2  feet  per  second  when  flowing  one  quarter 
full. 

(8)  Minimum  depth  of  storm  drain:  controlled  by  minimum  allowable  cover  of 
two  feet  for  a  concrete  pipe. 

(9)  No  storm  sewers  designed  to  intercept  sanitary  or  combined  sewerage. 

(lO)Maximum  length  between  structures  or  a  suitable  clean-out  point  is  400'. 

(ll)The  first  catch  basin  in  a  system  is  located  within  400'  of  a  roadway  high 
point. 
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c.      Sanitary  Sewers 

Many  areas  in  Boston  are  presently  served  by  a  combined  system.  The  plan  calls 
for  separating  the  two  systems  and  using  the  existing  lines  as  sanitary  only.  The  City 
of  Boston  does  not  have  a  uniform  design  standard  for  sanitary  sewers.  New  sewers 
will  be  designed  with  standard  engineering  methods  to  assure  efficient  operation. 

3.  Justification  of  Each  Improvement  in  Terms  of  Necessity  to  Achieve  Plan  and  Other 
Local  Objectives. 

It  is  expected  that  street  reconstruction,  new  storm  sewers,  new  sanitary  sewers  and 
new  parks  in  the  NDP  areas  will  prove  to  be  an  invaluable  asset  in  executing  the  program, 
These  improvements  are  considered  a  vital  part  of  the  overall  NDP. 

The  proposed  project  improvements  will  provide  the  basic  utilities  necessary  to  provide 
a  sanitary  and  safe  environment  for  the  proposed  housing.  They  will  provide  access  to  the 
entire  site  and  provide  utilities  so  that  the  sites  may  be  used  safely  and  fully.  They  will 
also  provide  recreation  facilities  needed  to  serve  the  new  housing  that  are  not  normally 
included  in  the  construction  of  new  low  to  moderate  income  housing. 

4.  Estimated  Costs  of  improvements  and  Eligible  Portion  Thereof 

The  previous  estimates  itemized  the  costs  of  each  type  of  improvement  by  quantity 
and  unit  price.  The  following  table  is  a  summary  of  eligible  project  improvement  and  site 
clearance  costs. 


PROJECT  COST  SUMMARY 
ITEM 
East  Boston  II 

Demolition  &  Site  Clearance 

Streets 

Parks  &  Public  Areas 

Street  Lighting 

Water  Service 

Surface  Drainage  &  Sanitary  Sewers 

Seawall   Reconstruction 

Police  Signal  &  Fire  Alarm 

Street,  Traffic  &  Directional  Signs 

Engineering 


TOTAL 


TOTAL  CHARGE  TO  PROJECT 

N.A. 

$     138,600.00 
N.A. 

$       44,200.00 

$       68,000.00 

$     147,500.00 

$     470,000.00 

$       10,000.00 

$       10,000.00 

$     145,800.00 

$1,034,100.00 
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ITEM 
Gouldville-Dudley 

Demolition  &  Site  Clearance 

Streets 

Parks  &  Public  Areas 

Street   Lighting 

Water  Service 

Surface  Drainage  &  Sanitary  Sewers 

Police  Signal  and   Fire  Alarm 

Street,  Traffic  &  Directional  Signs 

Engineering 


TOTAL 


TOTAL  CHARGE  TO  PROJECT 

$  146,000.00 

$  260,000.00 

$  170,000.00 

$  106,000.00 

$  73,700.00 

$  109,500.00 

$  10,000.00 

$  10,000.00 

$  128,000.00 
$1,013,200.00 


Lena  Park 

Demolition  &  Site  Clearance 

Streets 

Parks  &  Public  Areas 

Street  Lighting 

Water  Service 

Surface  Drainage  &  Sanitary  Sewers 

Police  Signal  and   Fire  Alarm 

Street,  Traffic  &  Directional  Signs 

Engineering 


TOTAL 


$ 

138,300.00 

$ 

146,100.00 

$ 

80.000.00 

$ 

59,200.00 

$ 

52,400.00 

$ 

41,600.00 

$ 

5,000.00 

$ 

1,000.00 

$ 

80,400.00 

$ 

604,000.00 

d.      Washington-Corey 

Demolition  and  Site  Clearance 
Streets 


TOTAL 


$  55,440.00 
$  12,000.00 
$       67,440.00 
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ITEM 

Total  Project  Improvement  Report  Cost  Summary 

Demolition  &  Site  Clearance 

Streets 

Parks  &  Public  Areas 

Street  Lighting 

Water  Service 

Surface  Drainage  &  Sanitary  Sewers 

Seawall   Reconstruction 

Police  Signal  and   Fire  Alarm 

Street,  Traffic  &  Directional  Signs 

Engineering 

TOTAL 


TOTAL  CHARGE  TO  PROJECT 

$  339,740.00 

$  556,700.00 

$  250,000.00 

$  209,400.00 

$  194,100.00 

$  298,600.00 

$  470.000.00 

$  25,000.00 

$  21,000.00 

$  354,200.00 
$2,718,740.00 


D.  PROPOSED     SOLUTIONS     TO     ANY     SPECIAL     SITE     PREPARATION     OR     LAND 
PROTECTION  PROBLEMS 

No  problems  of  this  nature  are  expected  to  be  encountered. 

E.  LOCAL  DESIGN  STANDARDS 

Information  relating  to  local  design  standards  was  submitted  with  the  Sumner  Street  (Mass. 
A-3)   NDP  Application. 

F.  PROJECT  IMPROVEMENTS  OF   EXCESSIVE  SIZE  OR  CAPACITY 
Not  applicable. 

G.  ASSURANCE  OF   RELATED  PUBLIC   IMPROVEMENTS 
Not  Applicable. 

H.     SEWER   IMPROVEMENT  PRECAUTIONS 

All  sanitary  sewers  in  the  NDP  areas  will  be  connected  to  the  facilities  of  the  Boston  Sewer 
District.  These  facilities  will  insure  that  sewage  from  the  proposed  housing  will  not  contribute 
to  pollution.  A  letter  from  the  Massachusetts  Department  of  Public  Works,  Division  of  Water 
Pollution  Control  is  attached  (see  Exhibit  1). 
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ND  503 
NONCASH  GRANTS-IN-AID  REPORT 


I                                                                                            Form  Approved 

Budget  Bureou  No.  63-R1218 

HUD-6285 
(11-68) 

(                  U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

r 

1                           NEIGHBORHOOD  DEVELOPMENT  PROGRAM 

■| 

SUMMARY  OF  NONCASH  GRANTS-IN-AID 

LOCALITY 

Boston,  Massachusetts 

PROGRAM  NUMBER 

TYPE  OF  NONCASH  GRANT-IN-AID 

(Enter  all  items  on  this  page  from 
appropriate  supporting  schedules  of 
Form  HUD-6200,  identified  by 
Schedule  Number  below.) 

REQUESTED 
BY 
LPA 

APPROVED 

BY 

HUD 

lotions  of  Land 

m  Schedule  I) 

$100,000 

e  Clearance 

om  Schedule  2) 

. 

aject  Improvements 
JOT  Schedule  3) 

— 

Hblic  or  Supporting  Facilities 

om  Schedule  4) 

— 

jmmunitywide  Facilities 

om  Schedule  4) 

— 

ubiic  Housing  Credits 
ram  Schedule  5) 

$125,000 

sction  112  Credits 

rom  Schedule  S) 

— 

OTAL   (Enter  total  on 
upporting  schedule  of 
orm  HUD-6280) 
urn  of  lines  1  thru  7) 

$225,000 

HUD-Wqsh.,  D.C. 
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ND  504 


PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT  ACTIVITY  REPORT 


^ND-504 PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT  ACTIVITY  REPORT 

Ninety-five  (95)  buildings  are  expected  to  be  acquired  and  thus  come  under  the  BRA's 
management  during  the  NDP  Action  Year.  These  buildings  will  be  under  BRA  control  for  varying 
lengths  of  time  before  demolition. 

While  the  BRA  owns  the  structures,  maintenance  will  be  carried  out  so  as  to  secure  the 
safety  of  occupants.  It  is  the  BRA's  policy  that  the  health  and  safety  of  the  area  residents  be 
of  first  concern.  Thus,  in  situations  where  suitable  relocation  housing  has  not  been  located, 
necessary  steps  will  be  taken  to  secure  the  well  being  of  the  occupants.  Long  term  improvements, 
however,  will  not  be  authorized. 

In  the  cases  of  vacant  structures,  demolition  will  be  undertaken  as  soon  as  possible  thus 
removing  a  blighting  influence  from  the  NDP  area.  Extermination  of  rats  and  other  vermin  from 
these  structures  as  well  as  occupied  structures  will  be  undertaken  to  insure  that  nearby  buildings 
are  not  infested.   Boarding  of  vacant  buildings  will  be  done  as  the  need  presents  itself. 

Because  of  the  project  demolition  schedule  and  the  small  number  of  structures  to  be 
demolished,  the  employment  of  security  personnel  is  not  thought  to  be  necessary. 

The  BRA  will  maintain  the  rent  roll  of  acquired  properties  and  collect  rents  from  the 
occupants  of  acquired  buildings.  Upon  acquisition,  the  BRA  shall  determine  fair  and  equitable 
rents  for  acquired  properties.  Under  no  circumstances  shall  these  rents  exceed  those  paid  by  the 
occupants  to  the  former  owner  of  the  properties,  or  25  percent  of  the  occupant's  income, 
whichever  is  less.  It  shall  be  the  responsibility  of  the  BRA  to  continue  providing  all  services 
and  facilities  provided  by  the  former  owners. 

The  BRA's  existing  property  management  staff  will  carry  out  the  above  activities.  Activities 
and  expenses  are  estimated  to  be  $210,000. 

The  use  of  mobile  homes  for  relocation  resources  is  not  anticipated. 
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ND  505 
REHABILITATION  ACTIVITY  REPORT 


I 


f  ND-505 REHABILITATION  ACTIVITY   REPORT 

[|  A.      REHABILITATION  ACTIVITY  PROGRAM 


1.  Number,  Type  and  Condition  of  Properties  to  be  Rehabilitated 

The  NDP  Areas  contain  twenty-one  (21)  residential  properties  to  be  rehabilitated.  It  is 
estimated  that  the  existing  BRA  Rehabilitation  Staff  will  be  able  to  complete  rehabilitation 
efforts  for  this  property  during  the  Action  Year.  One  (1)  building  in  the  Lena  Park  area 
will  be  rehabilitated  to  H.U.D.  minimum  property  standards  and  twenty  (20)  buildings  in 
the  Gouldville-Dudley  area  to  code  standards. 

2.  Type  and  Schedule  of  Activities 

a.  Interior  and  Exterior  Surveys 

A  Rehabilitation  Construction  Specialist  will  conduct  interior  surveys  of  the 
properties  to  be  rehabilitated  to  determine  the  nature  and  scope  of  work  necessary 
to  upgrade  them  to  the  rehabilitation  requirements  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan  (e.g. 
Minimum  Property  Rehabilitation  Standards,  local  code  and  ordinances  and  incipient 
code  violations). 

b.  Work  Write-Ups  and  Cost  Estimates  of  Rehabilitation  Work 

Work  write-ups  and  cost  estimates  of  all  work  necessary  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  Minimum  Property  Rehabilitation  Standards  will  be  developed  by  the 
Rehabilitation  Construction  Officer  based  on  the  property  surveys  utilizing  cost  data 
developed  by  the  BRA.  The  work  write-ups  and  cost  estimates  will  be  predicated  on 
the  economic  debt  carrying  capacity  of  owners,  occupants,  properties  and  the  selected 
level  of  rehabilitation  agreed  upon  by  the  property  owner. 

c.  Meetings  With  Owners  of  Properties  to  be  Rehabilitated 

The  success  of  the  rehabilitation  program  is  predicted  on  the  premise  that  direct 
informal  communication  must  be  established  between  the  property  owner  and  the 
Rehabilitation  Team.  In  that  connection,  the  Rehabilitation  Specialist  will  meet  with 
the  property  owner  and  establish  a  rapport  and  understanding  of  the  program,  resulting 
in  a  positive  attitude  towards  the  program  prior  to  conducting  any  rehabilitation 
activities. 

The  positive  attitudes  of  the  owners  will  be  developed  by  emphasizing  the 
availability  of  financial  assistance  to  property  owners  to  rehabilitate  their  properties 
utilizing  Rehabilitation  Loan  and  Grant  Programs  under  Section  #312  and  #115  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1965,  as  amended.  Another  program  element  that  will  be  stressed 
to  the  property  owner  will  be  a  detailed  explanation  of  all  proposed  installation  of 
public  improvements  and  facilities  scheduled  for  his  neighborhod. 

d.  Counseling  Services 

The  Rehabilitation  Specialist,  Project  Planner  and  Project  Attorney  will  provide 
advice,  assistance  and  counseling  services  to  the  property  owners  as  to  the  nature  and 
scope  of  work  necessary  to  rehabilitate  their  property  in  architectural,  structural, 
financial,  legal  and  technical  terms. 
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e.  Processing  of  Rehabilitation  Financial   Documents 

The  Rehabilitation  Specialist  will  process  all  financial  documents  and  will  assist 
the  owners  in  obtaining  all  information  and  data  necessary  to  document  eligibility  for 
rehabilitation  loans  and/or  grants.  He  will  interview  the  property  owners  and  will  make 
determinations  of  income,  existing  debt  service,  and  all  other  indebtedness  to  qualify 
the  owners  for  Federal  Loan  and  Grant  Programs.  Particular  emphasis  will  be  placed 
on  the  evaluation  of  these  interviews  in  determining  the  level  of  rehabilitation  above 
the  Minimum  Property   Rehabilitation  Standards  for  the  property. 

f.  Inspection  of   Rehabilitation  Work 

The  Rehabilitation  Construction  Specialist  will  conduct  semi-weekly  inspections  of 
all  rehabilitation  work  in  process  to  assure  conformance  with  contract  provisions, 
standard  specification  requirements  and  overall  rehabilitation  requirements  and  objectives 
pertaining  to  the  property. 

g.  Rodent  Control 

The  control  and  extermination  of  rodents  will  be  accomplished  by  a  professional 
exterminator  under  contract  with  the  BRA  for  the  entire  NDP  Areas  as  necessary. 

h.      Architectural  Services 

An  urban  designer  will  prepare  renderings  of  the  properties  as  they  would  look 
after  rehabilitation  to  motivate  the  owners  to  select  the  highest  level  of  rehabilitation 
that  is  economically  feasible.  He  will  review  all  building  plans  so  that  all  of  the 
requirements  of  the  Urban   Renewal  Plan  are  met. 

i.       Non-Participating  Owner 

The  BRA  may,  upon  advance  written  notice,  negotiate  the  sale  or  take  by  eminant 
domain  these  parcels  if  the  owner  of  the  building  scheduled  for  rehabilitation  is  unwilling 
or  unable  to  rehabilitate.  The  parcel  will  either  be  sold  to  a  developer  willing  to 
rehabilitate  the  building.  If  this  is  not  economically  feasible,  the  building  may  be 
demolished  and  be  added  to  a  clearance  parcel  for  disposition  for  the  construction  of 
new  housing. 

3.      Estimate  of  Section  #115  Rehabilitation  Grants  Required 

It  is  estimated  that  financial  assistance  to  the  eligible  property  owners  utilizing  the 
Section  #115   Rehabilitation  Grant  Program  will  be  needed  by   10  to  15  owners. 

B.  BASIS  OF  PROPERTY   REHABILITATION  STANDARDS 

The  property  will  be  rehabilitated  to  meet  local  housing  and  building  codes. 

C.  PHYSICAL  AND   FINANCIAL   FEASIBILITY  OF   REHABILITATION 

A  random  sample  survey  of  owner  attitudes,  incomes  and  condition  of  properties  indicate 
that  approximately  half  to  two-thirds  of  the  buildings  are  owner  occupied  properties  maintained 
in  fairly  good  condition. 
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The  bra's  experience  in  the  Washington  Park  Urban  Renewal  Area,  which  is  located  less 
.j  than  one  mile  from  the  Lena  Park  and  Gouldville-Dudley  NDP  Areas,  indicates  that  similar  buildings 
i    were  economically  and  physically  feasible  to  rehabilitate. 

'    D.      REHABILITATION    OF    PROPERTIES    UTILIZING   NEIGHBORHOOD   DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAM   FUNDS 

The  BRA  will  not  rehabilitate  properties  utilizing  NDP  funds  during  the  Action  Year  unless 
the  individual  property  owner  will  not  do  so.  In  that  case,  the  BRA  would  acquire  the  parcel. 

E.  PROPOSALS  FOR  ENCOURAGING  NON-PROFIT  SPONSORS  TO  UNDERTAKE 
FEDERAL  HOUSING  ADMINISTRATION  AND  HOUSING  ASSISTANCE  ADMINISTRA- 
TION PROPERTY  REHABILITATION  ACTIVITIES 

It  is  the  bra's  policy  to  encourage  non-profit  and  limited  profit  sponsors  to  undertake 
F-^deral  Housing  Administration  and  Housing  Assistance  Administration  property  rehabilitation 
activities  whenever  owner  occupants  are  not  available  or  willing  to  do  so. 

F.  CONTROL  AND  EXTERMINATION  OF  RODENTS 

Submitted  with  first  NDP  application  (Mass  A-3). 

G.  ADEQUATE  ADMINISTRATIVE  ORGANIZATION 

The  existing  Rehabilitation  Department  of  the  BRA  can  handle  all  of  the  rehabilitation 
activities  described  herein. 
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ND  506 
LAND  MARKETING  ACTIVITY  REPORT 


;     IMD-506 LAWD  MARKETING  ACTIVITY   REPORT 


A.  LAND  MARKETING  ACTIVITY  PROGRAM 

The  BRA  plans  to  utilize  the  same  basic  land  marketing  techniques  that  were  used  in  the 
East  Boston  (Mass  A-3).  To  assist  in  its  land  marketing  program,  the  BRA  will  be  guided  by: 
(1)  the  findings  and  recommendations  of  housing  feasibility  studies  of  each  site;  (2)  its  previous 
experience  in  working  with  redevelopers;  and  (3)   its  knowledge  of  local  market  conditions. 

The  acquisition  areas  will  be  cleared  for  the  construction  of  units  of  new  low  to  moderate 
income  housing  during  the  Action  Year.  Upon  approval  of  plans,  the  proposed  redevelopers  will 
execute  Contracts  of  Sale  and  Disposition  Agreements  with  the  BRA  at  the  end  of  the  Action 
Year. 

Land  marketing  activities,  including  the  review  of  developer's  plans,  will  be  undertaken  by 
the  staff  of  the  BRA  with  the  assistance  and  recommendations  of  the  Model  Cities  Board  or 
appropriate  PAC.  Subsurface  investigations  will  be  undertaken  for  the  parcels  to  be  disposed  of 
as  soon  as  the  loan  and  grant  contract  between  the  BRA  and   HUD  is  executed. 

B.  APPRAISAL   REPORTS 

Disposition  estimates  are  based  on  BRA  experience  gained  from  recent  Urban  Renewal 
Projects.  An  appraisal  report  will  be  furnished,  if  necessary,  at  the  appropriate  point  in  the 
disposition  program.  The  parcels  will  be  sold  at  a  price  that  is  set  in  terms  of  its  value  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  low  and  moderate  income  housing  rather  than  for  a  higher  level  of  use. 

C.  ASSURANCES  OF  REDEVELOPMENT 

Several  community  groups  in  addition  to  private  developers  have  expressed  an  interest  in 
acting  as  the  redeveloper.  An  executed  Contract  of  Sale  and  Disposition  Agreement  will  be 
submitted  to   HUD  prior  to  disposition  of  real  property. 

The  BRA  will  advertise  the  availability  of  the  cleared  and  improved  parcels  for  the 
development  of  the  proposed  housing  if  a  qualified  community  sponsor  is  not  available.  If  this 
occurs,  developers  who  indicate  an  interest  in  developing  this  property  will  be  required  to  submit 
a  proposal  for  the  construction  of  these  units. 

The  BRA  will  consider  the  following  general  criteria  in  designating  a  redeveloper: 

1.  Financial  Strength  -  a  developer  will  be  required  to  show  he  has  the  financial  resources 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  proposal. 

2.  Experience  -  the  developer  should  have  experience  in  the  construction  of  buildings  of 
comparative  size. 

3.  Over-All-Proposal  -  The  developer  must  construct  well  planned,  well  designed,  safe,  and 
sanitary  housing  that  meets  the  specifications  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan.  Attached  is  a 
letter  from  the  Boston  Housing  Authority  expressing  its  desire  to  have  a  turnkey  public 
housing  for  the  elderly  project  on  the  Washington-Corey  site. 
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ECONOMIC  AND  MARKET  DATA 

1.  Summary  of  Economic  Status  of  Locality 
Submitted  with  initial  NOP  application  (MASS  A-3) 

2.  Economic  and  Market  Analysis  Study 
Not  applicable. 

3.  Interim  Disposal  to  a  Public  Agency 

No  interim  disposal  to  a  public  agency  is  contemplated  in  the  Action  Year. 

4.  Separate  Market  Studies  for  Transient  Housing  Accommodations 
Not  applicable. 

DISPOSITION  PROCEED  ESTIMATES 

1.  From   Land  to  be  Acquired  During  the  NDP  Action  Year. 

A  tabulation  of  estimated  disposition  proceeds  for  land  to  be  acquired  in  the  Action 
Year  is  included  in  Table  1,  "Summary  of  Disposition  Proceeds." 

Estimates  were  based  on  the  BRA's  experience  in  recent  Urban  Renewal  Projects  taking 
due  not  of  the  fact  that  the  NDP  Areas  are  not  part  of  the  Central  Business  District  and 
making  adjustments  accordingly. 

2,  Revisions  and  Adjustment  for  Previously  Acquired   Land 

Since  no  land  was  acquired  in  1971-72  Action  Year  in  the  four  NDP  Areas,  this  section 
is  not  applicable. 
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Table  I 

Tabulation  of  Land 
Disposal  Estimates 


H&si'S^eioptxtent  Use 

Approx.  No. 
of  Parcels 

Area  in 
Sq    Ft. 

LPA  Estimate 

1.      Total  Uses 

19 

984,478 

$593,700 

2.      Total  Public  and  Quasi- 
Public  Uses 

8 

309,773 

$323,600 

a.      Streets  and  Other  Public 
R/W  (by  dedication) 

4 

84,525 

0 

b.      Streets  and  Other  Public 
R/W 

c.      Parks,  Playgrounds,  etc. 
(by  dedication) 


59,275 


d.      Parks  Playgrounds,  etc. 

* 

- 

e.      Public  Utility  Easements 

- 

- 

f.       Low-Rent  Public  Housing 

81,539 

$300,000 

g.      Other  Public  Uses 

- 

- 

h.      Non-Profit  Institutional 

84,434 

$  23,600 

Total  Private  Uses 

11 

674.705 

$270,100 

a.       Residential 

160,381 

$  90,000 

b.      Commercial 

58,636 

$  16,400 

c.      Light  Industrial 

- 

- 

d.      Heavy  Industrial 

' 

- 

e.      Residential-Parking 

2 

16,568 

$     3,800 

f.       Moderate  Income  Housing 

7 

439,120 

$159,900 
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iOSTON  HOUSING  AaTIlORITY 


h 


II 


2J0  CONGKKSS  STREET,  /JOSTO.V,  MASSACHUSETTS  02110 


January  10,   1972 


Robert  T.   Kenney,   Director  [{^'^fTiif^JiW '"^jT! 

Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  lr\v^^'"''^         ^il  1 

New  City  Hall  •'  •  ^ 

One  City  HaU  Square  .iM«!  1  0  1072 

Boston,   Massachusetts    02201 

Subject:    Neighborhood  Development  Program  OfllCt  Or  THE  L^iRCCTOS 

Application  for  Allston-Brighton 

Dear  Bob: 

This  will  confirm  the  Boston  Housing  Authority's  desire  to  build  public 
housing  for  the  elderly  using  the  so-called  Turnlcey  method  in  the  Allston- 
Brighton  area.      At  the  present  time,   this  part  of  the  City  has  the  greatest 
need  for  elderly  housing,   in  terms  of  eligible  applicants,   and  the  smallest 
supply  of  units. 

The  area  has  been  our  highest  priority  for  new  development,   and  we  feel 
our  greatest  disappointment  in  not  yet  being  able  to  build  there. 

The  Local  Advisory  Committee's  creation  of  the  Elderly  Housing  Site  Finding 
Committee,   and  the  work  accomplished  in  reviewing  numerous  alternatives, 
has  been  in  the  highest  spirit  of  community-public  agency  cooperation.      The 
site  that  the  committee  has  recommended  is  imminently  satisfactory  to  us, 
and  in  this  light,   we  strongly  support  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority's 
N.  D,  P.   application  for  the  Corey  Road-Washington  Street,   Brighton  site. 

It  is  our  understanding  that  the  application  proposes  at  least  250  units  of 
housing,   and  that  a  combined  Boston  Housing  Authority-Boston  Redevelopment 
Authority  team  will  prepare  a  development  package  for  open,   competitive 
proposals.      Ultimately,   the  two  Authorities  will  designate  the  developer. 

We  look  forward  to  the  rapid  implementation  of  this  proposal  for  housing  that 
is  both  desperately  needed,  and,  desired  by  the  public  agencies  and  the  local 
community  involved. 

Sincere]// yours, 

AndrCT/fAfir  Oii'rfe' 

Directof-  of  Piaiini/g  and  Development 

ADDIIKSS  AU.  rOM.NniNICATIUNS  1(1  TIIF:  AI'1  1101(11  y 


213 


ND  507 
RELOCATION  ACTIVITY  REPORT 


ND-507 RELOCATION  ACTIVITY  REPORT 


A.  SURVEYS  CONDUCTED  AND  TO  BE  CONDUCTED 

1.  Experienced  Family  Relocation  staff  members  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
interviewed  generally  90  to  100  percent  of  the  families  and  individuals  residing  within  the 
N.D.P.  areas  who  would  be  displaced.  Necessary  information  relating  to  family  income, 
household  composition,  housing  needs,  relocation  preferences,  etc.,  was  obtained.  During  the 
interview,  special  emphasis  was  placed  on  identifying  any  medical,  social,  economic,  or  other 
conditions  or  problems  which  could  require  special  treatment  prior  to  and  after  relocation. 
Residents  to  be  displaced  were  also  provided  with  information  about  the  proposed  project 
and  relocation  benefits  for  which  they  would  become  eligible. 

2.  Continuous  personal  contact  by  members  of  the  relocation  staff  will  be  maintained 
with  all  families  and  individuals  interviewed.  In  order  to  remain  abreast  of  changes  in  family 
status  and  relocation  needs,  follow-up,  and  other  needed  social  services  will  be  provided 
on  a  continuous  basis. 

3.  Surveys  will  be  conducted  of  the  7  businesses  to  be  relocated  in  the  N.D.F.  areas  prior 
to  submission  to  the  Boston  City  Council. 

B.  RELOCATION  SERVICES  TO  BE  PROVIDED  TO  FAMILIES 

1.  Administrative  Organization 

a.  The  BRA,  in  cooperation  with  the  Model  Cities  Administration  and  the  PAC's, 
shall  administer  the  relocation  program. 

b.  Relocation  of  families  and  individuals  shall  be  the  responsibility  of  the  Family 
Relocation  Department  of  the  BRA.  Relocation  staff  shall  consist  of  a  Relocation 
Specialist,  Rehousing  Specialist,  and  Clerical-Aide,  together  with  the  necessary 
administration  and  records  coordination  which  will  be  provided  by  the  central  staff. 

2.  Relocation  Standards 

a.  Physical  and  Occupancy  Standards.  All  housing  which  is  referred  to  families  shall 
be  decent,  safe,  and  sanitary,  adequate  in  size  to  meet  the  needs  of  each  family 
and  individual  being  displaced. 

(1)  Decent,  safe,  and  sanitary  housing  is  housing  which  is  in  sound,  clean,  and 
weathertight  condition,  in  conformance  with  Article  II  of  the  State  Sanitary 
Code  and  which  meets  the  following  minimum  criteria: 

(a)  Housekeeping  Unit.  A  housekeeping  unit  must  include  a  kitchen  with 
fully  usable  sink;  a  stove  or  connection  for  same;  a  separate  and  complete 
bathroom;  hot  and  cold  running  water  in  both  the  bath  and  in  kitchen, 
an  adequate  and  safe  wiring  system  for  lighting  and  other  electrical 
services,  and  heating  as  required  by  climatic  conditions  and  local  codes. 
For  purposes  of  comparability,  these  are  minimum  requirements,  not 
limitations. 

(b)  Non  housekeeping  Unit.  A  nonhousekeeping  unit  is  one  which  meets 
Article  II  of  the  State  Sanitary  Code  for  boarding  houses,  hotels,  or  other 
congregate  living. 
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►  (2)    Occupancy  Standards.   Occupancy  standards  for   replacement  housing  shall 

r  comply  with  Article  I  of  the  State  Sanitary  Code,  and  shall  provide  for  one 

'  bedroom  for  each  married  couple  and  each  two  persons  of  the  same  sex. 

I  Additional  bedrooms  may  be  required  on  the  basis  of  health  needs  or  age 

difference.   In  unusual  circumstances  a  lesser  number  of  bedrooms  may  be 

acceptable  if  the  requirements  pertaining  to  floor  and  spacial  area  in  Article 

II  of  the  Massachusetts  State  Sanitary  Code  are  met. 

b.  Ability  to  Pay  Standards.  No  family  or  individual  shall  be  referred  to  any  housing 
wherein  costs  would  exceed  25%  of  their  monthly  income. 

c.  Environmental  Standards.  A  comparable  dwelling  unit  shall  be  in  a  location  not 
subjected  to  unreasonable,  adverse  environmental  conditions,  natural  or  manmade; 
nor  generally  less  desirable  than  the  location  of  the  acquired  dwelling  with  respect 
to  public  utilities  and  services,  schools,  churches,  recreation,  transportation,  and 
other  public  and  commercial  facilities;  and  accessible  to  the  displaced  person's 
present  or  potential  place  of  employment. 

d.  Equal  Opportunity  Standards.  All  replacement  housing  for  listings  and  referrals 
shall  be  open  to  all  regardless  of  race,  color,  religion,  or  national  origin,  rn  a  manner 
consistent  with  Title  VIII  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1968,  Statutes  and  regulations 
administered  by  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  Commission  Against 
Discrimination,  and  available  without  discrimination  based  on  source  of  income 
(e.g.,  welfare). 

3.      Informational  Program 

Families  and  Individuals.  Informational  material  for  families  and  individuals  shall  include 
the  following: 

a.  A  complete  description  of  the  nature  and  types  of  project  activities  which  will 
be  undertaken,  including  an  identification  of  areas  which  will  be  affected  by 
displacement, 

b.  An  indication  of  the  availability  of  relocation  payments,  including  the  types  of 
payments,  the  general  eligibility  criteria  for  residential  occupants,  and  a  precaution 
about  premature  moves  that  might  make  persons  ineligible  for  benefits. 

c.  A  statement  indicating  that  no  person  lawfully  occupying  property  which  is  to 
be  acquired  will  be  required  to  move  without  at  least  120  days'  written  notice 
from  the  Authority. 

d.  A  clear  explanation,  in  layman's  language,  and/or  a  map  of  the  boundaries  of  the 
project  or  program  area. 

e.  A  statement  of  the  purpose  of  the  relocation  program  and  brief  indication  of  the 
services  and  aids  available. 

f.  Assurance  that  families  and  individuals  will  not  be  required  to  move  before  they 
have  been  given  an  opportunity  to  obtain  decent,  safe,  and  sanitary  housing  within 
their  financial  means,  except  for  the  causes  set  forth  within  the  Authority's 
HUD-approved  eviction  policy. 
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►  g.       Encouragement  to  site  occupants  to  visit  the  relocation  office,  to  cooperate  witli 

r  the  relocation  staff,  to  seek  their  own  standard  rehousing  accommodations,  and 

[  to   notify  the   relocation   office  prior  to  the  move  if  they  move  on  their  own 

\  initiative. 

h.  A  brief  description  of  what  constitutes  comparable,  decent,  safe,  sanitary  housing, 
including  the  physical  standards  for  housekeeping  units. 

i.       A  layman's  description  of  the  Federal  Fair  Housing  Law  (Title  VIII  of  the  Civil 

Rights  Act  of  1968),  Executive  Order  11063,  and  applicable  State  and  local  fair 

housing  or  antidiscrimination  laws,  as  well  as  rights  under  Title  VI  of  the  Civil 
Rights  Act  of   1964. 

j.  A  statement  that  the  Authority  will  provide  assistance  to  persons  in  obtaining 
housing  of  their  choice,  including  assistance  in  the  referral  of  complaints  of 
discrimination  to  the  appropriate  Federal,  State,  or  local  fair  housing  enforcement 
agency. 

k.      A  summary  of  the  eviction  policy  described  in  the  approved  relocation  program. 

I.  If  applicable,  a  statement  that  a  code  compliance  is  in  effect  in  the  community, 
and  that  if  a  family  or  individual  moves  to  a  substandard  housing  unit,  it  may 
be  inconvenienced  when  action  is  taken  to  bring  the  unit  up  to  code  standards. 

m.     The  address,  telephone  number,  and  hours  of  the  relocation  office. 

n.  Statement  that  a  certificate  of  displacement  (FHA  Form  3476)  will  be  provided 
to  displaced  persons  to  indicate  their  priority  for  certain  types  of  housing,  including 
HUD-assisted  rental  housing,  or  when  seeking  HUD-FHA  sales  mortgages. 

4.      Assistance  in  Obtaining  Housing 

a.  Listings.  The  BRA  shall  provide  current  information  on  a  continuing  basis  to 
residents  on  availability,  price,  and  rental  of  decent,  safe,  and  sanitary  housing 
according  to  their  preferences,  in  keeping  with  the  standards  set  forth  in  Chapter 
2,  Section  3.b.  of  the  Relocation  Handbook.  The  Authority  shall  refer  to  residents 
to  be  displaced  currently  available  dwelling  units  of  appropriate  size  to  meet  their 
needs,  and  which  are  within  their  ability  to  pay.  In  keeping  with  BRA  practices, 
no  referrals  shall  be  made  to  any  broker,  or  other  party,  or  agency  who  discriminates 
on  the  basis  of  race,  color,  creed,  or  national  origin. 

b.  Referrals 

(1)  Relocation  housing  shall  be  inspected  prior  to  referral  to  assure  that  it  meets 
HDD-approved  standards,  except  for  housing  which  has  been  approved  by  HUD 
or  V.A.  for  mortgage  insurance  or  guarantee,  or  public  housing. 

(2)  No  individual  or  family  shall  be  referred  to  a  unit  which: 

(a)     Is   structurally    substandard    or   which    fails  to   meet   local   codes  and 
ordinances  or  is  of  insufficient  size. 
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'  (b)     Exceeds  the  family's  or   individual's  ability  to  pay.    (The   BRA  shall 

'  thoroughly  explore  with  each  individual  and  family,  individual  needs  and 

t  preferences  relative  to  the  allocation  of  their  income  for  housing.) 

I 

(c)  Is  in  a  neighborhood  slated  for  governmental  action,  unless  that  action 
is  related  to  rehabilitation  or  improvement  of  neighborhood  amenities; 
or  into  any  blighted  or  deteriorating  area  for  which  improvements  are 
not  planned  to  be  undertaken  within  a  short  period  of  time.  In  no  case 
shall  referral  be  made  to  a  unit  from  which  it  can  reasonably  be 
anticipated  that  the  family  or  individual  may  subsequently  be  displaced. 

(3)  In  making  referrals,  the  BRA  will  give  primary  consideration  to  the  preference 
of  the  displaced  household,  proximity  of  the  dwelling  unit  to  the  wage  earner's 
place  of  employment  or  potential  employment,  as  well  as  to  proximity  to 
public  transportation  and  any  other  public  facilities  essential  for  the  successful 
adjustment  of  the  family  or  individual. 

(4)  The  BRA  shall  assist  all  interested  and  apparently  eligible  families  and 
individuals  in  making  application  to  the  Boston  Housing  Authority  for  the 
purpose  of  filing  an  application  for  admission. 

c.      Assistance  in  Obtaining  Housing 

(1)  Problems  Encountered  by  Families  or  Individuals.  Families  and  individuals  shall 
be  advised  to  refer  to  the  BRA  any  problems  experienced  in  obtaining  housing 
or  other  accommodations.  The  Authority  shall  assist  in  resolving  problems 
which  arise  in  connection  with  availability  or  accessibility  of  accommodations, 
whether  or  not  the  displaced  person  was  referred  to  the  accommodations  by 
the  BRA. 

(2)  Information  on  Available  Housing.  The  BRA  shall  provide  prompt  information 
on  available  sales  and  rental  housing,  counseling,  and  shall  assist  families  and 
individuals  in  obtaining  units  of  their  choice. 

(3)  Assistance  to  Prospective  Homeowners.  The  BRA  shall  provide  counseling  and 
assistance  to  prospective  homeowners  in  obtaining  mortgage  financing, 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  advising  on  purchase  and  sales  offers,  inspection 
of  the  property,  obtaining  credit  reports,  and  verifying  employment  where 
this  is  necessary  to  affect  the  pu.f-chase,  and  making  any  other  arrangements 
with  lending  institutions  to  facilitate  the  obtaining  of  mortgages,  particularly 
for  minority-group  and  low-income  families  and  individuals.  Families  and 
individuals  who  desire  to  become  homeowners  will  be  advised  of  their  priority 
to  purchase  HUD-acquired  properties  and  of  the  availability  of  HUD-assisted 
mortgage  programs. 

(4)  Other  Assistance.  The  BRA  shall  assist  families  and  individuals  in  obtaining 
priority  for  admission  to  rental  and  sales  housing,  particularly  HUD-assisted 
low-  and  moderate-income  housing  developed  under  Sections  221(d)(2)  and 
221(d)(3);  R;  Sections  235  and  236,  and  Federal  Rent  Supplement  Housing. 
Families  and  individuals  will  be  advised  of  V.A.  acquired  properties  as  well 
as  HUD-acquired  properties  that   may  be  available. 
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d.  Housing  Discrimination  Complaint.  If  a  family  or  individual  is  unable  to  purchase 
or  rent  a  replacement  dwelling  because  of  discriminatory  practices  relating  to  race, 
color,  creed,  or  national  origin.  Form  HUD-903,  Housing  Discrimination  Complaint, 
shall  be  made  available  to  each  family  or  individual  so  aggrieved,  as  well  as 
information  concerning  recourse  available  through  the  Massachusetts  Commission 
Against  Discrimination.  The  BRA  will  take  positive  action  to  assist  each  individual 
and  family,  as  well  as  business  concerns,  to  have  the  full  opportunity  to  relocate 
to  a  site  or  dwelling  of  their  choice. 

Discrimination  in  the  sale,  leasing,  or  rental  of  single  and  multiple  family  dwellings 
on  the  basis  of  race,  color,  creed,  national  origin,  or  national  ancestry  is  prohibited 
by  the  Fair  Housing  Practices  Law  (Section  7  of  Chapter  151B  of  the  Massachusetts 
General   Laws,  as  amended). 

Every  family  and  individual  will  be  advised  of  the  availability  of  assistance  in  seeking 
housing  in  the  area  of  his  choice,  and  in  procedures  available,  in  the  event 
discrimination  in  the  sale  or  rental  of  housing  is  suspected  (see  next  page). 

5.      Relocation  Payments 

The  BRA  shall  make  relocation  payments  to  eligible  site  occupants  in  accordance  with 
the  Uniform  Relocation  Assistance  and  Real  Property  Acquisition  Policies  Act  of  1970  and 
HUD  regulations  contained  in  the   Relocation   Handbook,  as  outlined  below. 

a.  Basic  Eligibility  Requirements.  For  the  purpose  of  establishing  eligibility  for  any 
relocation  payment,  a  displaced  person  is  a  family  or  individual  who  moves  from 
real  property  within  the  project  area,  or  moves  his  personal  property  from  such 
real  property  on  or  after  the  date  of  the  pertinent  contract  for  Federal  financial 
assistance  for  the  project,  and  is  displaced  as  a  result  of: 

(1 )  Acquisition  of  real  property  for  a  project  or  receipt  of  a  BRA  notice  of  interest 
to  acquire. 

(2)  Code  enforcement  or  rehabilitation  upon: 

(a)  Receipt  of  a  written  order  to  vacate  from  the  owner  or  code  enforcement 
agency  on  the  grounds  that  code  enforcement  or  rehabilitation  activities 
will  be  undertaken. 

(b)  Commencement  of  code  enforcement  or  rehabilitation  activities  where 
the  Authority  concludes  that  the  person  has  moved  in  reasonable 
anticipation  of  such  activities,  and  that  either:  (1)  the  owner  has  notified 
the  tenant  of  an  increase  in  rent  of  not  less  than  10%  which  would 
result  in  the  rent  exceeding  25%  of  total  household  income;  or  (2)  code 
enforcement  or  rehabilitation  which  could  not  reasonably  be  undertaken 
without  the  vacating  of  the  real  property. 

b.  Type  of  Payments 

(1)     Payments  for  Moving  and   Related  Expenses: 

(a)  Actual  Reasonable  Moving  Expenses.  A  family  or  individual  who  elects 
to  receive  a  relocation  payment  for  actual  reasonable  moving  expenses 
shall  be  paid  the  full  amount  of  eligible  costs  including  expenditures  for: 
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(Distributed  to  all   Displaced  Persons) 

YOUR  HOUSING  RIGHTS 

Discrimination  in  the  sale  or  rental  of  housing  because  of  your  race,  creed,  color  (or  national 
origin)   is  illegal  under  state  and  federal  law.  You  should  seek  assistance  if  you  suspect  that: 

*  You  were  denied  the  opportunity  to  buy  or  rent  a  house  or  apartment  by  either  the 
owner  or  his  agent. 

*  You  were  told  a  house  or  apartment  was  not  available  when  it  really  was. 

*  You  were  offered  different  terms  or  conditions  of  sale  or  rental  than  someone  else 
was  offered. 

WHAT  TO  DO 

*  Contact  your  relocation  worker  immediately  and  report  what  happened.   Be  sure  to 
note  the  name  of  the  owner  or  agent  and  the  address  of  the  property. 

*  Your  worker  will  assist  you  if  you  wish  to  obtain  legal  assistance  (at  no  cost)  and 
file  a  complaint  with  the  Massachusetts  Commission  Against  Discrimination. 

THE  COMMISSION  OR  COURT  OF  LAW  MAY 

*  Delay  or  prevent  the  sale  of  the  house  or  rental  of  the  apartment  to  someone  else. 

*  Make  it  possible  for  you  to  buy  or  rent  the  house  or  apartment  you  desire. 

*  Award   you   damages  and  court  costs  or  take  other  action  that  could  satisfy  your 
grievance. 

You  need  not  be  able  to  provide  proof  of  discrimination.  You  need  only  to  report  any  incident 
where  you  feel  discrimination  has  occurred. 
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1)  The  cost  of  transporting  persons  or  personal  property  from  the 
project  site  to  a  replacement  site  (including  transporation  to  storage). 
Transportation  costs  beyond  the  first  50  miles  from  the  boundary 
of  the  political  jurisdiction  in  which  displacement  occurs  are  not 
eligible  except  when  the  Authority  determines  that  a  move  of  a 
longer  distance  is  justified  and  reasonable. 

2)  Packing  and  crating  personal  property. 

3)  Obtaining  estimates  for  moving  expenses. 

4)  Storage  of  personal  property  for  a  period  generally  not  to  exceed 
six  months  when  the  Authority  determines  that  storage  is  necessary. 

5)  Insurance  premiums  covering  loss  and  damages  of  personal  property 
while  in  storage  or  transit. 

6)  The  disconnection  and  reconnection  of  households  appliances. 

7)  Property  lost,  stolen,  or  damaged  (not  caused  through  fault  or 
negligence  of  the  displaced  person,  his  agent,  or  employees)  in  the 
process  of  moving  where  insurance  to  cover  such  loss  or  damage 
is  not  available. 

8)  Ineligible  expenditures  include  additional  expenses  incurred  because 
of  living  in  a  new  location,  cost  of  moving  real  property  in  which 
the  displaced  person  retained  ownership,  interest  on  loans  to  cover 
moving,  personal  injury,  cost  of  preparing  the  claim  for  moving 
expenses,  and  modification  of  personal  property  to  adapt  it  to  the 
replacement  dwelling. 

9)  Payment  of  Claims.  A  claim  for  a  payment  for  actual  moving 
expenses,  supported  by  a  bill  or  other  evidence  of  expenses  incurred, 
must  be  submitted  to  the  BRA  within  six  months  of  the  date  of 
the  displacement.  By  prearrangement  between  the  BRA,  the 
displaced  person  and  the  mover  (evidenced  in  writing),  the  claimant 
or  the  mover  may  present  an  unpaid  moving  bill  to  the  Authority 
for  direct  payment.  The  BRA  has  the  obligation  to  assure  that  the 
mover  has  fulfilled  all  contractual  arrangements  prior  to  making  the 
payment  directly  to  the  mover. 

(b)  Fixed  Payment  and  Dislocation  Allowance.  A  family  or  individual  who 
elects  to  receive  a  fixed  payment  in  lieu  of  actual  moving  expenses  shall 
be  compensated  as  follows: 

1)  In  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $300,  in  accordance  with  the  number 
of  rooms  of  furniture  to  be  moved.  (With  the  approval  of  the  BRA, 
an  allowance  for  one  additional  room  may  be  made  in  calculating 
the  fixed  payment  to  assist  in  moving  articles  stored  in  attics,  cellars, 
or  garages.) 
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Fixed  Payment  Schedule 


1  Room 

$  60 

5  Rooms 

$225 

2  Rooms 

130 

6  Rooms 

250 

3  Rooms 

150 

7  Rooms 

275 

4  Rooms 

190 

8  Rooms  or 

300 

More 

Families  or  individuals  living  in  a  furnished  apartment  and  not 
owning  furniture,  $25  for  the  first  room  and  $15  for  each  additional 
room. 

2)  Plus  a  $200  dislocation  allowance. 

3)  An  advance  dislocation  payment  may  be  made  to  a  claimant  who 
elects  to  receive  a  fixed  payment  if  the  BRA  determines  that  a 
hardship  exists  (e.g.,  the  claimant  needs  money  for  a  security  deposit 
on  a  replacement  dwelling). 

4)  If  individuals  (not  a  family)  are  joint  occupants  of  a  „ingle-family 
dwelling  unit,  each  eligible  claimant  shall  be  entitled  to  actual 
moving  expenses.  If  the  individuals  elect  to  receive  a  fixed  payment, 
with  more  than  one  claim  is  submitted,  the  amount  of  the  fixed 
payment  and  the  dislocation  allowance  shall  be  prorated  among  the 
claimants. 

(2)     Replacement  Housing  Payment  for  Homeowners 

(a)  Purpose.  To  provide  assistance  to  displaced  owner-occupants  to  purchase 
and  occupy  comparable  suitable  standard  replacement  housing.  The 
Replacement  Housing  Payment  may  be  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  a 
total  of  $15,000,  which  may  include  a  price  differential  payment,  an 
interest  payment,  and  an  incidental  expense  payment. 

(b)  Eligibility  Requirements.  A  family  or  individual  may  be  eligible  for  a 
Replacement  Housing  Payment  if: 

1)  Displaced  from  a  dwelling  acquired  for  the  project,  or  demolished 
(in  accordance  with  local  codes)   in  connection  with  the  project. 

2)  An  owner-occupant  of  the  acquired  property  for  not  less  than  180 
days  prior  to  the  initiation  of  negotiations  for  acquisition  (or  in 
the  case  of  demolition,  not  less  than  180  days  prior  to  vacating 
the  dwelling). 

3)  Purchases  and  occupies  a  standard  replacement  dwelling  within  one 
year  after  the  date  on  which  he  receives  the  final  payment  from 
the  BRA  of  all  costs  of  the  acquired  dwelling,  or  on  the  date  on 
which  he  moves  from  the  acquired  dwelling,  whichever  is  later. 

(c)  Payment  Components 

1)  The  Differential  Payment  is  the  amount,  if  any,  which  when  added 
to  the  acquisition  payment  for  the  acquired  dwelling  equals  the 
reasonable  cost  of  a  comparable  replacement  dwelling.  The 
reasonable  cost  of  a  comparable  replacement  dwelling  may  be 
established  by  one  of  two  methods: 
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a)  Schedule  of  Average  Prices  of  Comparable  Sales  Housing  in 
Locality,  or,  at  the  option  of  the  displacee. 

b)  A  Comparative  Method  to  determine  the  cost  of  comparable 
housing  on  a  case-by-case  basis  through  the  use  of  the  sales 
price  of  one  or  more  dwellings  which  are  representatives  of 
the  acquired  dwelling.  The  comparable  dwelling  may  be  selected 
by  the  BRA  or  by  the  displaced  person,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Authority.  In  no  case  shall  the  differential  portion  of  the 
payment  be  greater  than  the  difference  between  the  new 
purchase  price  and  the  acquisition  price  for  the  acquired 
property. 

2)  The  Interest  Payment  is  an  amount  to  compensate  the  displaced 
homeowner  for  the  present  worth  of  any  loss  of  favorable  financing. 
The  acquired  dwelling  must  have  been  encumbered  by  a  bona  fide 
mortgage  for  not  less  than  180  days  prior  to  the  initiation  of 
negotiations. 

3)  The  Incidental  Expense  Payment  is  an  amount  to  conrpensate  the 
displaced  homeowner  for  expenses  incidental  to  the  purchase  of 
replacement  housing,  such  as  legal,  closing  and  related  costs,  lender, 
FHA  or  V.A.  appraisal  fees,  FHA  or  V.A.  application  fee, 
certification  of  structural  soundness,  credit  report,  owner's  and 
mortgagee's  assurance  of  title,  sales  or  transfer  taxes,  escrow-agent's 
fee,  and  other  expenses  as  determined  eligible  by  HUD. 

(d)  Notification  of  Eligibility.  The  BRA  shall  provide  written  notification 
of  eligibility  requirements  for  the  Replacement  Housing  Payment  to  each 
owner-occupant  of  residential  property  to  be  acquired.  Upon  the  written 
request  of  the  claimant,  a  letter  of  verification  of  potential  eligibility 
for  the  payment  will  be  furnished  to  a  responsible  lending  institution 
or  other  party  designated  by  the  claimant. 

(e)  A  Claim  for  Replacement  Housing  Payment  for  Homeowners  may  be 
submitted  within  six  months  following  purchase  and  occupancy  of  a 
standard  replacement  home.  Whenever  necessary,  and  if  requested  by  the 
claimant,  the  payment  shall  be  made  on  the  date  and  at  the  place  of 
settlement  in  order  to  facilitate  relocation. 

If  individuals  (not  a  family)  are  joint  owner-occupants  of  an  acquired 
single-family  dwelling,  each  eligible  claimant  shall  be  paid  a  prorated  share 
of  the  total  payment  applicable  to  a  single  individual. 

(3)     Replacement  Housing  Payments  for  Tenants  and  Certain  Others. 

(a)  Purpose.  This  payment  may  be  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $4,000  and 
be  used: 

1)  To  assist  in  the  rental  of  replacement  housing  for  a  period  not  to 
exceed  four  years  (i.e.,  rental  assistance  payment). 

2)  To  assist  in  making  a  downpayment  towards  the  purchase  of  a 
replacement  dwelling. 
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3)  To  assist  a  homeowner  temporarily  displaced  by  code  enforcement 
or  voluntary  rehabilitation. 

(b)  Eligibility  Requirements.  A  family  or  individual  may  be  eligible  for  the 
Replacement  Housing  Payment  for  Tenants  and  Certain  Others  if: 

1)  Displaced  from  a  dwelling  acquired  for  the  project  or  demolished 
(in  accordance  with  local  codes),  or  as  a  result  of  code  enforcement, 
voluntary  rehabilitation,  or  improvement  of  private  property 
pertaining  to  the  project. 

2)  A  tenant  who  lawfully  occupied  the  dwelling  from  which  he  is 
displaced  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  90  days  prior  to  the  intiation 
of  negotations  for  acquisition,  in  cases  other  than  acquisition,  he 
must  have  occupied  the  dwelling  for  90  days  prior  to  the  date  of 
vacating  the  dwelling,  or 

3)  A  homeowner  who  occupied  the  dwelling  from  which  he  is  displaced 
for  not  less  than  90  days  prior  to  initiation  of  negotiations  for 
acquisition,  and  who  either  is  not  eligible  for,  or  does  not  elect 
to  receive  a  Replacement  Housing  Payment  for  Homeowners,  and 

4)  Rents  or  purchases  and  occupies  a  standard  replacement  dwelling. 

(c)  Payment  for  Claimant  Who  Rents.  The  amount  of  the  rental  assistance 
payment  will  be  based  on  the  difference  between  the  average  monthly 
rental  including  utilities  before  relocation,  and  the  actual  or  average  rental 
price  for  a  comparable  standard  suitable  apartment  after  relocation.  The 
difference  is  multiplied  by  48  (months)  to  determine  the  total  amount 
of  the  payment,  not  to  exceed  $4,000  over  a  four-year  period. 

If  the  average  montly  rental  before  relocation  is  higher  or  lower  than 
similar  housing  in  the  area,  or  if  the  displaced  person  is  an  owner,  or 
for  any  other  reason  is  not  required  to  pay  rent,  the  prerelocation  basic 
rent  shall  be  the  economic  rent  for  similar  housing  in  a  similar  area. 
Additionally,  if  the  average  prerelocation  rental  exceeds  25%  of  the 
adjusted  annual  household  income,  the  payment  shall  be  computed  on 
the  basis  of  the  difference  between  25%  of  the  adjusted  income  and 
the  cost  of  comparable  replacement  housing. 

The  displaced  person  shall  have  the  right  to  elect  to  use  either  the 
schedule  method,  or  the  comparative  method  in  determining  the  cost 
of  standard  replacement  housing.  (In  the  event  the  BRA  determines  that 
neither  of  these  methods  is  feasible  in  a  given  situation,  an  alternative 
method  may  be  used  with  prior  HUD  approval.)  In  no  case  shall  the 
payment  represent  more  than  48  times  the  difference  between  the  new 
gross  monthly  housing  costs  and  the  monthly  costs  of  the  housing  from 
which  they  are  dislocated. 

(d)  Inspection  of  Replacement  Housing  Unit.  The  BRA  shall  inspect  the 
dwelling  unit  to  which  the  claimant  moves  to  determine  that  it  meets 
applicable  standards.  If  the  rental  assistance  payment  is  being  made  in 
annual  installments,  the  BRA  shall  verify  that  the  unit  remains  decent. 
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safe,  and  sanitary  before  making  each  payment.  In  the  event  the  dwelling 
is  too  far  away  or  inspection  is  otherwise  impractical,  a  Claimant's  Report 
of  Self-Inspection  of  Replacement  Dwelling  Unit  must  be  submitted  by 
the  claimant  before  the  annual  installment  can  be  made.  Appropriate 
notification  and  the  Self -Inspection  form  will  be  mailed  to  the  claimant 
at  least  30  days  prior  to  the  anniversary  date  of  receipt  of  his  initial 
payment.  If  the  dwelling  is  determined  to  be  substandard,  the  BRA  shall 
notify  the  claimant  of  his  ineligibility  to  receive  the  rental  assistance 
payment  unless  the  dwelling  is  brought  up  to  approved  standards  or  he 
moves  to  a  standard  unit. 

(e)  Payment  for  Claimant  Who  Purchases.  If  a  displaced  person  elects  to 
purchase  instead  of  renting,  he  may  receive  a  payment  of  up  to  $4,000 
for  a  downpayment  towards  the  purchase  of  a  replacement  dwelling, 
allowing  that: 

1)  If  the  claim  is  for  more  than  $2,000,  the  claimant  must  match, 
dollar  for  dollar,  the  amount  in  excess  of  $2,000  up  to  the  maximum 
of  $4,000. 

2)  The  amount  of  the  payment  may  not  exceed  the  amount  that  would 
be  required  for  a  conventional  down  payment. 

3)  The  full  amount  of  the  payment  must  be  applied  to  the  purchase 
price  and  such  payments  including  incidental  expenses,  and  must 
be  shown  on  the  closing  statement. 

(f)  Payment  to  Homeowners  Temporarily  Displaced.  A  homeowner 
temporarily  displaced  as  a  result  of  code  enforcement  (other  than 
demolition)  or  voluntary  rehabilitation  may  be  eligible  to  receive  a  rental 
assistance  payment  that  is  calculated  in  the  same  general  manner  as  for 
owners  who  elect  to  rent. 

(g)  Claiming  Payment.  A  Claim  for  Replacement  Housing  Payment  for 
Tenants  and  Certain  Others,  accompanied  by  evidence  that  the 
replacement  dwelling  is  standard,  must  be  submitted  to  the  BRA  within 
a  period  of  six  months  after  displacement  of  the  claimant. 

c.  General  Notification.  The  BRA  shall  notify,  at  the  earliest  possible  date,  all  persons 
who  may  be  displaced  or  otherwise  affected  by  project  activities  of  the  availability 
of  relocation  payments,  the  office  where  detailed  information  may  be  obtained, 
and  the  dates  governing  eligibility  for  the  payments. 

d.  Processing  of  Claims 

(1)  A  Claim  for  a  Relocation  Payment  (other  than  a  Claim  for  a  Replacement 
Housing  Payment  for  Homeowners)  must  be  submitted  to  the  BRA  within 
six  months  after  displacement  of  the  claimant.  A  claim  for  a  Replacement 
Housing  Payment  for  Homeowners  may  be  submitted  within  six  months 
following  purchase  and  occupancy  of  a  standard  replacement  home. 

(2)  Payment  shall  be  made  by  the  BRA  as  promptly  as  possible  after  a  person's 
eligibility  has  been  determined  in  accordance  with  HUD  regulations  and 
procedures. 
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I  (3)     Ineligible  claimants  shall  be  given  written  notice  of  the  reasons  for  rejection 

»  of  a  claim.  If  ineligibility  is  based  solely  on  the  basis  of  a  move  to  substandard 

|.  housing,  a  claimant  must  be  so  notified  and  given  time  (tenants,  90  days; 

and  owners,  up  to  one  year)  in  which  to  either  move  to  a  suitable  standard 
dwelling  unit  or  bring  the  unit  into  conformance  with  HUD-approved 
relocation  standards. 

(4)  The  BRA  may  set  off  against  a  relocation  payment  claim  of  an  otherwise 
eligible  person  any  financial  obligations  to  the  BRA  arising  out  of  the  use 
of  the  real  property  from  which  the  claimant  is  displaced,  and  which  are 
unpaid  by  the  claimant  (e.g.,  deducting  delinquent  rent,  provided  that  the 
BRA  has  not  been  negligent  with  respect  to  timely  collection  of  rent). 
Whenever  the  BRA  determines  the  financial  obligation  could  not  be  met 
without  undue  hardship  to  the  claimant,  the  obligation  shall  not  be  set  off 
against  the  claim.  The  $200  dislocation  allowance  is  not  subject  to  setoff. 

(5)  Before  taking  any  setoff  action,  the  BRA  shall  notify  the  displaced  person 
of  its  intention  to  set  off  the  claim  and  shall  advise  the  person  that  he  may, 
within  30  days,  file  a  statement  denying  or  disputing  the  claim.  If  such 
statement  is  filed  by  the  person,  the  BRA  may  tentatively  setoff  the  claim 
if  it  institutes  within  30  days  and  diligently  prosecutes  a  judicial  action  to 
obtain  a  judgment  for  the  claim.  Once  the  BRA  obtains  a  judgment  for  the 
claim,  the  setoff  will  be  deemed  final.  If  judicial  proceedings  are  instituted 
and  the  BRA  is  denied  a  judgment,  or  if  the  BRA  does  not  institute  and 
prosecute  proceedings,  the  full  amount  of  the  claim  shall  be  paid,  if  otherwise 
eligible. 

(6)  The  BRA  shall  maintain  in  its  files  complete  and  proper  documentation 
supporting  the  determination  made  with  respect  to  each  claim. 

6.      Temporary  Moves 

a.  The  BRA  shall  minimize  the  use  of  temporary  relocation  resources,  but  may  use 
such  resources  with  prior  HUD  concurrence  when  adequate  permanent  relocation 
resources  are  not  available  at  the  time  of  displacement  from  the  neighborhood, 
or  when  the  HUD-approved  project  plan  anticipates  moves  back  into  completed 
accommodations  in  the  project  or  program  area.  Temporary  relocation  will  not 
diminish  the  responsibility  of  the  Authority  to  offer  relocation  assistance  and 
services  designed  to  achieve  permanent  relocation  of  site  occupants  into  suitable 
facilities. 

b.  No  temporary  moves  will  be  undertaken  without  prior  HUD  approval  except  in 
cases  of  emergency.  A  temporary  move  shall  be  made  only  under  the  following 
conditions: 

Families  and   Individuals 

(1)     Temporary  Move 

(a)  The  move  is  necessitated:  1)  in  the  case  of  an  emergency;  2)  where  an 
individual  or  family  is  subject  to  economic  hardship  or  conditions 
hazardous  to  his  or  his  family's  health  or  safety;  or  3)  in  extraordinary 
situations  where  in  the  absence  of  a  temporary  move  the  progress  of 
the  project  or  program  would  be  substantially  delayed. 
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I  (b)    The  HUD-approved  project  plan  anticipates  moves  back  into  completed 

f.  accommodations  in  the  project  or  program  area. 


(2)  The  temporary  housing  is  decent,  safe,  and  sanitary  and  within  the  financial 
means  of  the  family  or  individual. 

(3)  The  BRA  shall  have  determined  that  within  12  months  of  the  date  of  the 
temporary  move,  or  such  longer  period  as  HUD  may  approve  upon  request, 
or  as  part  of  the  project  plan,  appropriate  replacement  housing  will  be  available 
for  occupancy  by  the  persons  temporarily  rehoused. 

(4)  Prior  to  temporary  move,  the  BRA  will  provide  written  assurance  to  each 
family  and  individual  that: 

(a)  Replacement  housing  in  standard  condition  will  be  available  at  the  earlies 
possible  time,  but  in  any  event  no  later  than  twelve  months  from  the 
date  of  the  temporary  move,  unless  HUD  has  approved  a  longer  period. 

(b)  Replacement  housing  will  be  made  available  on  a  priority  basis  to  the 
individual  or  family  who  has  been  temporarily  rehoused. 

(c)  The  move  to  temporary  rehousing  will  not  effect  a  claimant's  eligibility 
for  a  replacement  housing  payment,  nor  deprive  him  of  the  same  choice 
of  replacement  housing  units  that  would  have  been  made  available  had 
the  temporary  move  not  been  made. 

(d)  If  the  project  plan  anticipates  moves  back  into  replacement  housing 
accommodations  in  the  project  or  program  area,  the  individual  or  family 
who  has  been  temporarily  displaced  will  be  given  priority  opportunity 
to  obtain  such  housing  accommodations. 

c.      Cost  of  Temporary  Moves 

(1)    Amount 

(a)  For  either  the  temporary  or  the  permanent  move,  the  person  displaced 
may  elect  to  receive  either  reimbursement  for  the  actual  moving  costs 
or  a  fixed  moving  payment  and  Dislocation  Allowance.  The  alternate 
move  will  be  paid  for  by  project  funds. 

(c)  Homeowner  Temporarily  Displaced  As  a  Result  of  Code  Enforcement 
or  Voluntary  Rehabilitation.  A  homeowner  temporarily  displaced  as  a 
result  of  code  enforcement  (other  than  demolition)  or  voluntary 
rehabilitation,  may  be  eligible  for  a  Replacement  Housing  Payment  for 
Tenants  and  Certain  Others. 

Social  Services 

a.  Services  to  be  Provided.  All  families  and  individuals  shall  be  provided  with  ready, 
convenient  access  to  needed  social  services  and  counseling  both  prior  to,  and 
subsequent  to  relocation.  Necessary  services  and  counseling  shall  also  be  made 
available  to  those  residents  who  do  not  move,  whenever  the  need  exists.  The  BRA 
shall  provide,  or  have  provided,  all  necessary  job,  financial,  educational,  health, 
and  other  services  and  counseling  needed,  and  shall  follow  up  to  determine  whether 
the  services  have  been  provided  and  adequately  utilized.  The  BRA  shall  also  take 
whatever  steps  may  be  necessary  to  assure  the  provision  and  utilization  of  the 
services. 
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b.  The  BRA  shall  either  provide  special  staff  or  contract  with  appropriate  agencies 
to  coordinate  the  provision  of  social  services  and  counseling  to  displaced  families 
and  individuals,  and  referrals  to  public  and  private  agencies  for  aid. 

8.  Self-Relocation  and  Inspection 

The  BRA  shall  inspect  the  dwellings  of  families  and  individuals  who  select  their  own 
housing  prior  to  the  move  if  at  all  possible.  If  the  BRA  does  not  have  prior  knowledge 
of  the  move,  the  family  or  individual  will  be  traced.  When  a  dwelling  is  found  to  be 
substandard,  the  BRA  will  offer  assistance  in  securing  standard  accommodations.  If  the  family 
or  individual  declines  a  reasonable  number  of  offers  of  standard  dwelling  units  and  its  present 
dwelling  unit  does  not  meet  code  requirements  of  the  City  of  Boston  Housing  Code,  the 
BRA  shall,  in  the  case  of  rental  units,  refer  the  matter  to  the  Boston  Housing  Inspection 
Department  with  the  objective  of  requiring  the  landlord  to  bring  the  unit  into  conformity 
with  the  code.  The  BRA  shall  request  notification  from  the  Housing  Inspection  Department 
when  the  deficiencies  have  been  corrected. 

9.  Eviction  Policy 

Eviction  will  be  utilized  only  as  a  last  resort  and  in  no  way  affects  the  eligibility  of 
evicted  displaced  persons  for  relocation  payments.  Every  effort  shall  be  made  to  prevent 
eviction  by  a  private  landlord.  BRA  relocation  records  will  be  documented  to  reflect  the 
specific  circumstances  surrounding  the  eviction  from  BRA-acquired  property.  Eviction  shall 
be  undertaken  only  for  one  or  more  of  the  following  reasons: 

a.  The  failure  to  pay  rent  except  in  those  cases  where  the  failure  to  pay  is  based 
upon  the  BRA's  failure  to  keep  the  premises  in  habitable  condition. 

b.  Maintenance  of  a  nuisance  or  use  of  the  premises  for  illegal  purposes. 

c.  Material  breach  of  the  rental  agreement. 

d.  Refusal  to  accept  one  of  a  reasonable  number  of  offers  of  accommodations  meeting 
HUD-approved  relocation  standards. 

e.  The  eviction  is  required  by  State  or  local  law,  and  cannot  be  avoided  by  the  BRA. 

10.  Relocation  Records  and  Reports 

The  BRA  shall  maintain  up-to-date  records  on  the  relocation  of  all  occupants  and  submit 
to  HUD  periodic  progress  reports  on  relocation. 

Relocation  Records.  The  BRA  shall  develop  and  maintain  relocation  records,  beginning 
with  the  information  secured  during  the  first  interview  to  assess  the  needs  of  the  displaced 
person.  A  separate  record  shall  be  prepared  for  each  family,  even  though  the  family  may 
not  be  maintaining  a  separate  household;  each  individual  maintaining  a  self-contained 
housekeeping  unit,  or  a  non-housekeeping  unit.  The  record  shall  contain  all  data  relating 
to  relocation  of  the  displaced  person,  including  the  nature  and  dates  of  services  that  are 
provided,  the  type  and  amount  of  relocation  payments,  made,  and  the  location  to  which 
those  displaced  are  relocated,  including  a  description  of  the  accommodations. 
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11.    BRA  Evaluation  of  Relocation 

The  BRA  shall  periodically  evaluate  the  relocation  advisory  assistance  program  to  gauge 
its  effectiveness  in  assisting  persons  affected  by  HUD-assisted  p.ograms  or  projects.  The 
following  factors  are  among  those  which  will  be  considered: 

a.  The  effectiveness  of  relocation  in  upgrading  the  housing  and  overall  environmental 
conditions  of  persons  displaced. 

b.  The  extent  of  resident  involvement  in  planning  and  execution  of  the  relocation 
program. 

c.  The  method(s)  for  identifying  significant  problem  areas  and  the  procedures  utilized 
in  obtaining  satisfactory  solutions. 

d.  The  effectiveness  of  the  social  service  program,  including  counseling  services  in 
helping  residents  adjust  to  relocation,  and  in  helping  solve  individual  and  family 
problems. 

e.  The  extent  of  utilization  of  HUD-assisted  and  VA-insured  housing  as  a  relocation 
resource. 

f.  The  effectiveness  in  assuring  equal  opportunity  for  displaced  persons  and  in  reducing 
patterns  of  minority-group  concentration. 

g.  The  effectiveness  of  the  relocation  services  provided,  including  counseling  services. 

h.      The  satisfaction  of  relocation  families,  and  individuals  in  their  new  locations. 

i.  The  promptness  of  processing  claims  and  the  making  of  payments,  including  the 
amounts,  delivery,  and  the  use  of  relocation  payments. 

j.       The  effectiveness  of  grievance  procedures. 

C.      ESTIMATE  OF  ANTICIPATED  DISPLACEMENT  -  1973  ACTION  YEAR 

FAMILIES  AND  INDIVIDUALS 


No.  of 
Families 

Elderly 
Other 

Individuals 

Elderly 

Handicapped 

Other 

Total 


White 
Non-Minority 

Negro/ 
Black 

Spanish- 
American 

Toti 

1 
11 

6 
19 

0 
26 

7 
56 

0 
0 
0 

2 
0 
1 

0 
0 
1 

2 
0 
2 

12 


28 


27 


67 
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BUSINESS  CONCERNS 

Type  of  Business  Anticipated  Displacement 

Retail  Service  5 

Wholesale  1 

Manufacturing  1 

Owners-Multi-Family  Buildings                                                           19 

Other  _2_ 

Total  28 

D.     GENERAL  CHARACTERISTICS  OF  FAMILIES  AND  INDIVIDUALS  TO  BE  RELOCATED 
DURING  THE   1973  ACTION  YEAR 

1.  East  Boston  II 

No  families  or  individuals  live  within  the  East  Boston   II   N.D.P.  area. 

2.  Gouldville-Dudley 

There  are  37  households  residing  in  twelve  buildings  proposed  for  acquisition  within 
the  Gouldville-Dudley  Street  Project  Area.  Twenty-seven  of  these  households  were  surveyed 
over  a  ten-day  period  beginning  on  November  15,  1972.  Although  repeated  callbacks  were 
made  to  those  not  at  home  during  this  period,  it  was  not  possible  to  contact  the  remaining 
households  directly,  although  information  was  available  in  all  instances  concerning  tenure, 
sometimes  occupation,  and  size  of  unit  (since  at  least  one  household  in  every  building  was 
surveyed).  Most  of  the  buildings  are  wooden,  three-family  structures. 

The  households  are  predominantly  young,  Spanish-speaking  families  with  apparently 
limited  income,  who  are  generally  residing  in  units  which  are  both  substandard  and 
overcrowded,  many  of  which  have  been  occupied  for  only  a  brief  period. 

Based  on  the  residents  surveyed,  projections  for  the  total  37  households,  including  34 
families  and  3  individuals,  are  utilized  to  establish  the  relocation  caseload  to  be  displaced 
by  acquisition.  The  projected  caseload  includes  26  Spanish-speaking,  ten  black,  and  one  white 
household.  With  the  possible  exception  of  two,  all  appear  eligible  for  publicly-assisted  housing 
with  an  average  monthly  income  of  $376.  Welfare  assistance  is  the  primary  source  of  income 
for  21  households.  Eight  heads  of  household  are  employed,  six  are  retired,  and  two  did 
not  report  a  source  of  income.  Four  heads  of  household  are  elderly.  There  are  four 
owner-occupants  among  the  37  households. 

All  of  the  surveyed  households  expressed  a  strong  interest  in  returning  to  the  new  housing 
proposed  for  the  project  area,  although  one  household  expressed  a  preference  for  sales 
housing.  It  is  anticipated  that  at  least  two  of  the  present  owners  may  wish  to  purchase 
again,  but  all  four  could  so  decide  at  the  time  when  they  would  become  eligible  for  a 
Replacement  Housing  Payment  for  Owners.  The  great  majority  of  the  tenant  households 
(over  60%)  will  need  large  subsidized  units  having  three  to  five  bedrooms.  Project  bedroom 
needs  for  the  37  households  to  be  affected  by  acquisition  include: 

7  1 -bedroom  11   3-bedroom 

7  2-bedroom  8  4-bedroom 

4  5-bedroom 


230 


Among  the  buildings  proposed  for  rehabilitation  are  ten  where  the  extent  of 
rehabilitation  might  require  vacating  the  units  during  the  work  period.  The  physical  condition 
of  the  units  could  possibly  raise  questions  concerning  the  economic  feasibility  of  rehabilitation 
by  the  current  owners,  which  could  also  result  in  relocation  of  tenants  and/or  owner.  The 
group  includes  eight  3-family  homes,  one  single-family,  and  one  duplex  home,  among  which 
there  appears  to  be  29  occupied  units. 

No  surveys  have  been  made  at  this  time  since  it  is  difficult  to  predict  many  months 
in  advance  the  impact  of  rehabilitation  on  a  particular  building  or  unit,  and  whether  remaining 
during  rehabilitation  would  be  desirable  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  owner  or  tenant. 
Furthermore,  it  is  not  considered  desirable  to  cause  anxiety  concerning  the  likelihood  of 
displacement  to  residents  who  may  ultimately  not  be  required  to  move. 

It  is,  therefore,  assumed  that  up  to  half  of  the  total  households  may  vacate  permanently 
as  a  result  of  rehabilitation  (including  two  owners  and  twelve  tenants),  and  that  two-thirds 
of  the  remaining  fifteen  will  be  required  to  move  temporarily  but  will  be  eligible,  and  will 
choose  to  return  to  their  units. 

Additional  provisions,  accordingly,  will  be  necessary  for  twenty-four  Moving  Payments, 
sixteen  Replacement  Housing  Payments  for  Tenants,  and  two  Replacement  Housing  Payments 
for  Owners. 

3.      Lena  Park 

There  are  twenty-three  households  residing  in  fifteen  buildings  proposed  for  acquisition 
within  the  Lena  Park  Project  Area.  Of  these,  six  are  fully  occupied,  six  are  partially  occupied, 
and  there  are  three  additional  vacant  buildings.  The  buildings  are  predominantly  three-family 
houses  located  on  Lome  Street,  in  a  neighborhood  that  has  physically  deteriorated  over 
the  past  few  years. 

There  are  three  owner-occupants  and  twenty  tenants  among  the  households  to  be 
affected  by  the  proposed  property  acquisition.  Of  these  households,  the  relocation  staff 
contacted  twenty-one  and  conducted  relocation  surveys;  two  households  could  not  be 
contacted  despite  repeated  attempts  and  return  visits.  Of  the  twenty-one  households,  eighteen 
are  black,  two  are  white,  and  one  is  Spanish  speaking.  Households  tend  to  be  large,  with 
the  average  size  slightly  more  than  five  persons  per  unit. 

Average  household  income  is  modest"$5,530.  Of  the  twenty-one  households  surveyed, 
eighteen  appeared  eligible  for  publicly-assisted  housing,  two  fall  within  the  Sec.  236  income 
limits,  and  one  is  over  the  Sec.  236  income  limits.  Wages  or  earnings  are  the  primary  source 
of  income  for  eight  households;  public  assistance  the  primary  or  supplementary  source  of 
income  for  nine  households;  and  Social  Security/Pensions  the  source  of  income  for  four 
more.  There  are  five  elderly  heads  of  household,  of  whom  only  two  expressed  an  interest 
in  elderly  housing. 

Twenty  households  indicated  some  preference  for  relocation  housing.  Four  preferred 
to  purchase  homes,  eleven  specified  publicly-assisted  housing,  and  five  preferred  private  rental 
housing  (although  rental  subsidy  would  appear  necessary  in  two  cases  to  being  the  rental 
cost  within  25%  of  income). 

Nine  families  and  individuals  definitely  wish  to  remain  in  or  return  to  the  proposed 
new  housing  within  the  project  area,  and  six  more  were  less  certain  but  indicated  they  might 
also  wish  to  remain  within  the  neighborhood.  Three  households  mentioned  other  sections 
of  Boston  (Dorchester  and  Mattapan),  two  expressed  a  preference  for  the  suburbs,  and  one 
had  no  preference  at  the  time  of  the  survey. 
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The  housing  resources  needed  tend  to  be  large  and  include: 

3  1 -Bedroom  Units  4  4-Bedroom  Units 

4  2-Bedroom  Units  2  5-Bedroom  Units 
7  3-Bedroom  Units  1   6-Bedroom  Unit 

(The  unit  size  of  the  two  households  not  surveyed  are  believed  to  be  small.) 

4.      Washington-Corey 

The  proposed  project  will  cause  the  displacement  of  nine  households  currently  residing 
in  two  buildings  located  at  118  and  120  Corey  Road.  (See  Table  II)  Average  household 
size  is  3.4  persons;  annual  incomes  range  from  $2,400  to  $15,000.  Excluding  two  households 
who  refused  income  information,  the  average  annual  income  is  $8,890.  Of  those  supplying 
information,  three  households  are  apparently  eligible  for  public-assisted  housing,  two  for 
moderate-income  housing,  and  two  are  above  maximum  income  levels. 

Bedroom  requirements  include  two  1 -bedroom  apartments,  three  2-bedroom  apartments, 
three  3-bedroom  apartments,  and  one-4  bedroom  apartment  (to  accommodate  a  household 
of  four  adults).  Refer  to  chart  for  breakdown  of  bedroom  size  by  household  income.  Seven 
households  prefer  to  remain  within  the  Brighton-Brookline  area,  although  two  of  these  will 
consider  other  areas  in  the  locality.  Two  households  expressed  a  desire  to  leave  the  Boston 
area.  No  person  handicapped  or  sixty-five  years  of  age  or  older  will  be  displaced. 

RELOCATION  SERVICES  TO  BE  PROVIDED  TO  BUSINESSES 

1.  Administrative  Organization 

a.  The  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority's  Business  Relocation  Staff  shall  administer 
the  business  relocation  program. 

b.  A  Business  Relocation  Specialist  shall  be  assigned  on  an  as-needed  basis.  Relocation 
Resources,  clerical  records  coordination  and  claims  review  as  well  as  administration 
shall  be  provided  by  the  Central  Business   Relocation  Office  Staff. 

2.  Relocation  Resources 

Suitable  relocation  resources  will  be  provided  to  each  business  to  be  relocated.  Through 
prudent  and  careful  staging  of  dislocation,  no  serious  relocation  space  problems  are  foreseen. 

The  Authority  will  offer  Business  Relocation  Space  when  it  meets  the  following 
requirements: 

a.  It  shall  be  in  space  that  is  in  compliance  with  all  applicable  existing  building  codes 
and  zoning  requirements  and  is  not  to  be  acquired  by  public  action  in  the 
foreseeable  future. 

b.  The  cost  is  reasonably  consistent  with  the  cost  of  comparable  space  in  that 
community. 

c.  Access,  utilities,  other  services,  and  environmental  characteristics  of  building  or 
space  area  are  reasonably  consistent  with  that  business's  specific  relocation 
requirements  and  preferences. 

d.  The  cost  is  reasonably  within  the  ability  of  the  business  to  pay. 
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3.  Advisory  Services 

The  Authority  shall  provide  advisory  services  to  all  business  concerns  and  non-profit 
organizations  to  be  displaced.  It  shall  also  provide  services  to  businesses  adjacent  to  the 
Project  area,  or  businesses  suffering  economic  injury  because  of  project  activities. 

These  services  shall  include  such  things  as  consultations,  continuing  current  information 
on  relocation  sites,  zoning  ordinances,  economic  information.  Small  Business  Administration 
programs  and  referrals  to  the  Small  Business  Administration  for  managerial  and  technical 
assistance. 

4.  Temporary   Relocation 

In  the  event  that  a  temporary  move  is  necessary  because: 

a.  Permanent  relocation  resources  are  not  available 

b.  when  the  Dept.  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development-approved  plan  anticipates  a 
move  back  into  completed  accommodations  in  the  Project  Area.  Such  temporary 
move  shall  be  considered  a  project  cost. 

(1)  The  Authority  will  follow  the  same  general  procedures  regarding  bids, 
documentation,  etc.,  as  it  does  for  relocation  moves,  except  it  shall  obtain 
prior  approval  from  the  Dept.  of  Housing  and  Urban   Development. 

(2)  The  Authority  shall  assure  payment  both  for  the  initial  move  to  temporary 
on-site  locations  and  for  the  move  from  the  temporary  to  the  permanent 
location,  and  the  Relocation  Agency  shall  so  notify  each  occupant  to  be 
temporarily  relocated. 

(3)  The  cost  of  a  temporary  move  will  be  incurred  by  the  Authority  whenever 
such  a  move  is  initiated  by  the  Authority. 

5.  Eviction 

Every  effort  shall  be  made  to  avoid  eviction.  Agency  relocation  records  will  be 
documented  to  reflect  the  specific  circumstances  surrounding  the  eviction  from 
Agency-acquired  property,  and  no  eviction  may  occur  prior  to  review  and  approval  of  the 
Authority.  Eviction  shall  occur  only  as  a  last  resort  and  shall  be  undertaken  only  for  one 
or  more  of  the  following  reasons: 

a.  The  occupant  of  Agency-acquired  property  fails  to  pay  rent,  except  in  those  cases 
where  the  failure  to  pay  rent  is  based  upon  negligence  in  keeping  the  premise 
in  habitable  condition 

b.  Maintenance  of  a  nuisance  or  use  of  the  premises  for  illegal  purposes 

c.  A  material  breach  of  the  rental  agreement 

d.  Refusal  of  3  or  more  referrals  of  suitable  relocation  space 

e.  Continuous  refusal  to  admit  a  Relocation  Interviewer  who  attempts  to  provide 
assistance  and  who  visits  the  Occupant  at  reasonably  convenient  times,  and  has, 
wherever  possible,  given  notice  of  his  intention  to  visit  the  person  to  be  displaced 

f.  Eviction  required  by  State  or  Local  Law  which  cannot  be  avoided  by  the  Local 
Agency 
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g.  The  State  Bureau  of  Relocation  shall  be  notified  at  least  one  week  prior  to  the 
initiation  of  legal   proceedings  for  eviction. 

Eviction  shall  in  no  event  jeopardize  or  otherwise  affect  a  tenant's  right  to  relocation 
payments,  provided  that  the  business  which  is  moving,  fulfills  all  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban   Development  requirements  for  submission  of  documentation. 

6.  Grievance  Procedure 

It  is  anticipated  that  a  grievance  procedure  will  be  established  following  current  Federal 
guidelines. 

7.  Property  Management 

Acquired  occupied  property  will  be  maintained  in  habitable  and  sound  condition.  All 
basic  services  (including  plumbing,  heating,  and  electrical  systems)  will  be  maintained  at  a 
safe  and  operating  level  until  all  occupants  have,  in  fact,  moved.  Use  and  Occupancy  Charges 
will  be  made  and  the  Authority  will  provide  heat,  light,  and  gas,  unless  otherwise  provided 
by  a  Use  and  Occupancy  Agreement. 

a.  Use  and  Occupancy  Charges  to  commercial  tenants  shall  be  no  higher  than  rent 
paid  before  acquisition,  except  that  rent  may  be  increased  to  the  cost  of  providing 
services  rendered,  plus  taxes. 

b.  Each  acquired  property  which  is  occupied  will  be  covered  by  a  Use  and  Occupancy 
Agreement  which  will   include  at  least  the  following  items: 

(1)  Rent  to  be  charged 

(2)  Starting  date  of  tenancy 

(3)  Date  on  which  rent  payments  will  be  due 

(4)  Date  on  which  rent  will  begin  to  accrue 

(5)  Identification  of  utilities  or  other  services  to  be  furnished  by  either  party 

(6)  Rights  of  tenants  to  pro  rata  refunds  of  advance  rent  payment  in  the  event 
of  a  move  out  before  the  end  of  a  rental  period 

(7)  When  applicable,  the  rights  of  parties  as  to  fixtures 

c.  The  Relocation  Agency  will  send  a  Use  and  Occupancy  Agreement  by  registered 
mail,  return  receipt  requested,  in  an  effort  to  obtain  a  signed  receipt  from  each 
site  occupant  confirming  receipt  of  the  Use  and  Occupancy  Agreement. 

8.  Coordination  of  Project  Activities 

All  project  activities  will  be  coordinated  to  provide  that  acquisition  and  relocation  will 
take  place  in  an  orderly  manner  to  comply  with  all  Federal  and  State  laws.  As  the  Relocation 
Agency  for  all  Dept.  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Programs,  as  well  as  all  other 
governmental  agencies  causing  displacement  in  the  City  of  Boston,  the  Authority  is  aware 
of  all   present  and  proposed  activities. 
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►  9.      Relocation  Referrals 

I  The   Authority  will  provide  relocation  referrals  to  all  businesses  on  site,  unless  this 

*  assistance  is  declined  in  writing. 

10.    Payments 

a.  The  Authority  shall  make  paynnents  to  displaced  businesses  in  accordance  with 
the  Uniform  Relocation  Assistance  and  Real  Property  Acquisition  Policies  Act  of 
1970.  Displacement  as  a  result  of  acquisition  includes  displacement  as  a  result  of: 

(1)  The  obtaining  by  the  acquiring  agency  of  title  to  or  the  right  to  possession 
of  such  real  property  for  a  project; 

(2)  The  written  order  of  the  acquiring  agency  to  vacate  such  property  for  a  project; 
or 

(3)  The  receipt  of  a  written  notice  from  the  acquiring  agency  of  its  intent  to 
acquire  the  real  property  for  such  project,  provided  the  acquisition  thereafter 
takes  place.  (Initiation  of  negotiations  for  acquisition  must  be  commenced 
within  90  days  of  this  notice); 

(4)  As  a  result  of  rehabilitation  activities  under  the  urban  renewal  program. 

b.  In  order  for  a  business  to  be  eligible  for  relocation  benefits,  it  must  be  on  site 
at  the  time  that  the  property  which  it  occupies  is  acquired  by  the  Authority. 
Businesses  will  be  notified  of  the  exact  eligibility  date  by  the  Authority. 

(1)  Each  business  concern  is  responsible  for  preparing  and  submitting  an  accurate 
claim  certified  to  be  valid  and  supported  by  the  required  documentation.  These 
payments  are  intended  to  compensate,  within  limitations  established  by  the 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  for: 

(a)  actual  moving  expenses 

(b)  direct  loss  of  property 

(c)  payment  in   lieu  of  moving  and  related  expenses 

(d)  expenses  in  searching  for  a  new  location. 

c.  The  Authority  will  set  off  against  a  relocation  payment  claim  of  an  otherwise 
eligible  person,  any  financial  obligations  to  the  Agency  arising  out  of  the  use  of 
the  real  property  from  which  the  Claimant  is  displaced,  and  which  are  unpaid 
by  the  Claimant  (e.g.,  deducting  delinquent  rent,  provided  that  the  Agency  has 
not  been  negligent  with  respect  to  timely  collection  of  rent).  Whenever  the 
Authority  determines  the  financial  obligation  could  not  be  met  without  undue 
hardship  to  the  Claimant,  the  obligation  shall  not  be  set  off  against  the  Claim. 

(1)  Before  taking  any  set-off  action,  the  Authority  shall  notify  the  displaced 
person  of  its  intention  to  set  off  the  Claim  and  shall  advise  the  person  that 
he  may,  within  30  days,  file  a  statement  denying  or  disputing  the  Claim. 
If  such  statement  is  filed  by  the  person,  the  Local  Agency  may  tentatively 
set  off  the  claim,  if  it  institutes  within  30  days  and  diligently  prosecutes  a 
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judicial  action  to  obtain  a  judgement  for  the  Claim.  Once  the  Agency  obtains 
a  judgement  for  the  Claim,  the  setoff  will  be  deemed  final.  If  judicial 
proceedings  are  instituted  and  the  Authority  is  denied  a  judgement,  or  if  the 
Authority  does  not  institute  and  prosecute  proceedings  in  keeping  with  the 
provisions  of  Section  42.180  of  the  Dept.  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Regulations,  the  full  amount  of  the  Claim  shall  be  paid,  if  otherwise  eligible. 

(2)  The  Authority  will  document  the  Claimant's  file  by  stating  the  nature  of  any 
financial  obligation  to  the  Agency  and  describe  the  basis  for  the  final 
determination  that  a  setoff  against  the  Claim  was  or  was  not  warranted. 

When  any  changes  in  the  relocation  program  are  promulgated  by  the  Authority, 
the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development,  or  by  the  State  Bureau  of 
Relocation,  the  Site  Occupant  shall  be  notified   in  writing. 

INFORMATION  ON  BUSINESS  CONCERNS  TO  BE  RELOCATED  DURING  THE  1973 
ACTION   YEAR 

1 .  The  Business  Relocation  staff  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  will  be  responsible 
for  providing  relocation  service  to  the  four  N.D.P.  areas.  Staff  assistance  will  consist  of  finding 
suitable  relocation  resources  for  the  tenants,  preparing  and  processing  of  claims,  central 
administration  and  liaison  if  necessary  with  the  Small  Business  Administration.  These  services 
will   require  approximately  65  man  hours  per  displaced  firm. 

2.  East  Boston   II 

A  portion  of  this  area  is  used  by  the  Massachusetts  Port  Authority  for  the  storage 
of  imported  automobiles  which  are  unloaded  from  ships  in  Boston  Harbor.  These  automobiles 
are  stored  on  the  site  while  awaiting  delivery  to  dealers.  Any  automobiles  stored  on  the 
site  will   have  to  be  moved  before  project  improvements  are  constructed. 

3.  Gouldville-Dudley 

A  survey  conducted  of  the  Gouldville-Dudley  area  by  the  B.R.A.  Business  Relocation 
Staff  on  January  4,  1972,  indicated  that  four  businesses  are  located  within  the  area:  (a) 
Cottage  Pharmacy;  (b)  Downery-Drum  Tavern;  (c)  Mt.  Pleasant  Bowling  &  Billiards;  and  (d) 
Apollo  Spa.  These  four  businesses  appear  to  be  of  marginal  viability.  They  will  be  given 
priority  in  locating  into  commercial  uses  developed  along  Dudley  Street  as  part  of  the  N.D.P. 
activities. 

4.  Lena  Park 

No  businesses  are  to  be  relocated  within  the   Lena  Park  area. 

5.  Washington-Corey 

At  this  time  there  have  been  no  interviews  with  the  managers  of  the  three  businesses 
which  fall  within  the  NDP  project.  With  the  exception  of  the  gas  station,  the  businesses 
appear  to  be  of  marginal   nature. 

The  vehicle  storage  lot  uses  a  trailer  as  an  office.  The  parcel  is  not  paved  and  the 
number  of  vehicles  stored  on  the  premises  appears  from  visual  surveys  over  a  period  of 
one  year  to  vary  greatly  from  very  few  to  full  occupancy. 
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The  light  manufacturing  use  is  a  greeting  card  company.  On  site  visual  surveys  have 
never  found  this  business  to  be  in  operation.  The  company  appears  to  have  a  minimal  amount 
of  equipment. 

The  light  manufacturing  warehouse  structure  appears  to  be  vacant. 

DESCRIPTION  OF  HOUSING  SUPPLY 

1.  Gouldville-Dudley 

The  primary  housing  resource  for  the  families  will  be  the  80  to  100  units  of  new  housing 
planned  on  scattered  sites  within  the  project  area.  In  order  to  accommodate  the  families, 
up  to  four  5-bedroom  units  will  be  included  if  that  proves  necessary  at  the  time  of  actual 
displacement.  The  construction  will  also  be  staged  in  such  a  way  that  displacement  will 
be  minimized. 

Since  it  is  likely  that  33  to  35  households  will  be  eligible  for,  and  may  wish  to  utilize, 
low-rent  housing,  every  effort  will  be  made  to  obtain  a  sufficient  number  of  subsidized  units 
to  accommodate  the  displaced  residents.  This  will  include  up  to  20%  Federal  Rent  Supplement 
subsidy  and  additional  leased  units  from  the  Boston  Housing  Authority  as  may  be  necessary. 

There  should  also  be  available  other  new  and  rehabilitated  units  in  the  general  area. 
The  Brunswick  Gardens  moderate-income  development  is  expected  to  be  completed  during 
this  period  and  could  be  a  source  of  subsidized  3-  and  4-bedroom  units.  There  are  also 
ten  Infill  housing  sites  comprising  56  units  of  3-,  4-,  and  5-bedroom  subsidized  units  in 
a  number  of  locations  which  are  generally  within  one  mile  or  less  of  the  Gouldville-Dudley 
Neighborhood  Development  Project  area.  (Although  the  application  period  for  these  units 
has  long  since  passed,  it  may  be  that  delays  and/or  unexpected  changes  in  circumstances 
might  yield  some  units  as  alternative  relocation  resources.)  There  have  also  been  a  number 
of  rehabilitated  developments  within  the  area.  Most  of  these  are  subsidized  up  to  40%,  while 
some  have  a  higher  proportion  of  subsidy.  Displaced  families  and  individuals  have  priority 
for  any  vacancies  which  may  occur  in  these  units,  and  would  also  have  priority  after  present 
occupants  in  several  other  rehabilitation  packages  which  are  pending  but  not  yet  underway. 

Thus  the  new  construction  and  rehabilitation  units  should  provide  substantial 
opportunity  for  satisfactory  relocation.  There  is  also  a  high  vacancy  rate  in  these  areas. 
According  to  the  1970  U.  S.  Census,  the  vacancy  rate  in  the  Model  City-Washington  Park 
area  was  11.8%,  and  in  Dorchester  5.1%.  The  housing  resources  cited  above  are  incorporated 
to  ensure  that  standard  housing  will  be  made  available  within  25%  of  income  of  families 
and  individuals  to  be  displaced. 

It  is  possible  that  two  to  four  households  may  wish  to  purchase.  For  these  households 
or  others  who  may  wish  to  take  advantage  of  the  Replacement  Housing  Payment  for  Tenants 
to  purchase,  experienced  staff  members  will  provide  assistance  and  counselling  in  financial 
matters,  information  on  various  mortgage  programs  and  in  obtaining  a  mortgage,  and  other 
related  information. 

2.  Lena  Park 

The  planned  new  construction  and  rehabilitation  in  this  area  should  be  an  important 
source  of  relocation  housing  for  all  the  families  who  are  so  interested. 
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The  proposed  new  housing  development  includes  250-300  units  of  Sec.  236  low  and 
moderate  income  duplex  housing.  Rental  subsidy  through  the  Federal  Rent  Supplement  and 
Leased  Housing  Programs  will  be  available  for  at  least  25%  of  the  units  in  order  to 
accommodate  lower-income  families  and  individuals.  The  proposed  bedroom  percentage 
distribution  by  size  is  10%  efficiency  units,  25%  1 -bedroom  units,  25%  2-bedroom  units, 
25%  3-bedroom  units,  10%  4-bedroom  units,  and  5%  5-bedroom  units  or  larger.  The  housing 
complex  will  include  some  limited  shopping  facilities.  All  displaced  residents  will  have  first 
priority  in  returning  to  this  new  housing.  Whenever  necessary,  assistance  will  be  available 
in  securing  temporary  accommodations  to  await  completion  of  the  new  housing. 

In  addition,  situated  on  lower  Lome  Street  are  four  buildings  which  are  included  in 
an  approved  Sec.  236  rehabilitation  package  of  102  units,  including  40%  rent  supplement. 
Of  the  total  package,  only  30  units  are  presently  occupied  (among  other  buildings  outside 
the  Lena  Park  Area).  The  planned  rehabilitation  on  Lome  Street  will  include  11  units  with 
3  and  4  bedrooms.  The  package  is  scheduled  to  get  underway  in  December  of  this  year, 
but  Lome  Street  should  be  postponed  for  several  months,  until  after  two  other  buildings 
containing  50  units  are  completed.  The  timing  could  be  most  favorable  for  some  of  the 
families  on  this  caseload  who  wish  to  remain  in  the  area. 

Any  tenant  or  owner  who  wishes  to  purchase  a  home  will  be  assisted  by  an  experienced 
staff  member  who,  after  discussion  concerning  housing  needs,  preferences,  and  financial 
capability,  will  describe  the  various  available  mortgage  programs.  Prospective  home  buyers 
will  be  given  assistance  in  finding  a  house,  obtaining  financing,  packaging  the  mortgage,  and 
in  other  areas  such  as  title  search,  closing  costs,  interest  settlement  costs,  etc.,  as  necessary 
to  facilitate  the  purchase.  The  Replacement  Housing  Payment  will  be  available  for  assistance 
in  making  a  downpayment  towards  the  purchase  of  a  home  for  tenants  and  for  those  owners 
who  may  wish  to  purchase  again. 

3.      Washington-Corey 

The  displacement  of  nine  households  will  not  present  any  significant  difficulty  with 
regard  to  locating  standard  replacement  housing  of  appropriate  size  and  cost  within  the 
allotted  time  period.  Within  the  next  eighteen  months,  334  units  of  FHA  sponsored  housing 
are  to  be  completed  in  Brighton  by  the  construction  of  Brighton  Garden  Apartments  and 
Babcock  Tower  Apartments.  Of  the  334  units,  83  will  be  within  the  moderate-income  range, 
and  84  will  be  within  the  low-income  range  through  utilization  of  the  Federal  Rent 
Supplement  Program.  Displaced  residents  will  have  priority  consideration  in  applying  for  these 
units.  In  addition,  there  are  over  500  existing  units  in  four  other  low  and  moderate  income 
developments  and  over  900  units  of  public  housing  in  the  Brighton-Allston  area  for  which 
displacees  have  priority  as  vacancies  arise. 

In  view  of  the  small  number  of  families  to  be  affected,  an  adequate  supply  of  low 
and  moderate  housing  in  the  locality,  and  the  absence  of  any  other  governmental  action 
causing  displacement  in  the  Brighton-Allston  area,  relocation,  given  adequate  lead  time  and 
experienced  staff  assistance,  can  be  effectively  achieved  despite  a  3.1  vacancy  rate  for  the 
area  (1970  Census).  Although  none  of  the  households  expressed  an  interest  in  sales  housing, 
assistance  in  all  aspects  of  home  purchase  will  be  available  in  the  event  such  an  interest 
is  shown  at  a  future  date. 

H.      FAIR   HOUSING  PRACTICES  AND  PROCEDURES 

If  a  family  or  individual  is  unable  to  purchase  or  rent  a  replacement  dwelling  because  of 
discriminatory  practices  relating  to  race,  color,  creed,  or  national  origin.  Form  HUD-903,  Housing 
Discrimination  Complaint,  shall  be  made  available  to  each  family  or  individual  so  aggrieved,  as 
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[  well  as  information  concerning  recourse  available  through  the  Massachusetts  Commission  Against 

'  Discrimination.  The  Authority  will  take  positive  action  to  assist  each  individual  and  family,  as 

'  well  as  business  concerns,  to  have  the  full  opportunity  to  relocate  to  a  site  or  dwelling  of  their 

I  choice. 

Discrimination  in  the  sale,  leasing,  or  rental  of  single  and  multiple  family  dwellings  on  the 
basis  of  race,  color,  creed,  national  origin,  or  national  ancestry  is  prohibited  by  the  Fair  Housing 
Practices  Law  (Section  7  of  Chapter  151B  of  the  Massachusetts  General   Laws,  as  amended). 

I.       ESTIMATED  NUMBER  OF  RELOCATION  GRANTS 

1.      Family  Relocation  Payments  (Based  on  67  units) 


Moving  Payments  (Fixed  Schedule) 
Dislocation  Allowance 
Replacement  Housing  Payment  for  Tenants 
Replacement  Housing  Payment  for  Owners 

$  52,515 

6,400 

234,000 

135,000 

Subtotal 

$427,915 

Business  Relocation  Payments 

7  Commercial   Enterprises 
19  Multi-Tenant  Owners* 

$150,000 
126,700 

Subtotal 

$276,700 

15%  Contingency  Factor 

101,657 

GRAND  TOTAL 

$806,272 

*9-Gouldville-Dudley;  3  Washington-Corey;  and  7  Lena  Park. 
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ND  508 
CITIZEN  PARTICIPATION  REPORT 


ND-508 CITIZEN  PARTICIPATION   REPORT 

;      A.      EAST  BOSTON   II 

1.  Citizen  Participation  in  the  Preparation  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan 

The  Project  Area  Committee  (PAC),  established  to  advise  the  Boston  Redevelopment 
Authority  (BRA)  in  its  execution  of  the  urban  renewal  project  on  the  adjacent  site  (East  Boston 
I),  has  participated  extensively  in  the     preparation  of  the  proposed  urban  renewal  plan. 

2.  Project  Area  Committee 

The  Project  Area  Committee  is  composed  of  residents  of  East  Boston.  A  substantial 
number  of  the  major  community  groups  in  the  area  are  represented  on  the  PAC  (see  attached 
letter).  The  PAC  is  a  sub-committee  of  the  East  Boston  Recreation,  Master  Planning,  and  Land 
Use  Advisory  Council,  the  group  in  East  Boston,  designated  by  the  Mayor  of  Boston,  which 
advises  the  City  of  Boston  on  issues  of  concern  to  the  East  Boston  community.  The  Council 
holds  open,  advertised  meetings  throughout  East  Boston. 

The  Council  and,  subsequently,  the  East  Boston  PAC  have  been  involved  since  1969 
in  the  planning  and  execution  of  the  renewal  area  on  the  site  adjacent  to  the  proposed  NDP 
area.  The  PAC  has  been  actively  involved  in  the  selection  of  a  developer  for  the  existing  NDP 
and  will  serve  in  an  advisory  capacity  during  the  design  development  stage.  It  is  expected  that 
the  PAC  will  remain  as  active  and  involved  in  proposals  for  the  proposed   NDP. 
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cast  GQiilon  RncRGaliCn-mnsTBR  PiOflninG.Lanfl-DSD  aovisoRy  CDunciL^ 

388  Meridian  Street,  East  Boston,  MA 


Mr.  Robert  T.  Kenney ,  Director 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
One  City  Hall  Square 
Boston,  MA  02201 


Dear  Mr.  Kenney; 


Nobember  16,  1972 


This  Council,  the  first  local  advisory  council  in  the 
City  of  Boston  recognized  by  the  Mayor  of  Boston,  confirms 
its  support  of  the  Sumner  Street  Neighborhood  Development 
Program  (N. D.P.I),  which  is  intended^provide  280  units  of 
elderly  housing  and  20  units  of  family  housing  in  East 
Boston.   This  Council  has  worked  closely  with  the  B.R.A. 
since  I969  in  the  development  of  a  plan  for  this  site  and 
a  40  member  subcommittee  of  this  Council,  the  Project  Area 
Committee,  has  been  directly  involved  with  the  B.R.A.  and 
B.H.A.  in  selecting  a  developer.   After  selecting  a 
developer,  this  subcommittee  will  continue  to  be  involved 
in  reviewing  final  design  plans  and  the  construction  of 
the  proposed  elderly  housing. 

This  Council  has  also  held  numerous  public  meetings 
about  a  General  Plan  for  the  area  located  between  Lewis 
Street  and  Border  Street  south  of  Sumner  Street.   These 
meetings  were  well  advertized  in  the  local  papers  and 
through  door  to  door  fliers.   From  these  master  plans, 
came  a  recommendation  to  include  a  site  South  of  N. D.P.I 
in  the  1973  N.D.P.  application.   This  Council  recommended 
the  specific  site,  called  N.D.P.  II,  to  be  included  in 
the  application  and  whole  heartedly  endorses  the 
development  plan  included  in  the  application. 

It  is  this  Council's  understanding  that  it  will 
continue  to  review  the  final  design  plans  and  construction 
of  the  proposed  housing  and  public  improvements  on  the 
N.D.P.  I]*  site.   We  would  urge  the  B.R.A.  to  approve  the 
proposed  application  as  quickly  as  possible  and  pursue 
federal  funding. 


Very  truly  yours, 

Edith  G.  DeAngelis, 
President 
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November  30,  197  2 
Press  Release  for  Immediate  Release 


Chronology  of  the  planning  process  for  the  Sumner  Street 
Housing  Development  for  Senior  Citizens 


In  August,  1971,  the  East  Boston  Recreation,  Master 
Planning,  Land  Use  Advisory  council  (EBRMPLUAC)  was  designated 
as  the  Project  Area  Committee  (PAC)  by  the  Boston  Redevelopment 
Authority  (BRA) . 

From  the  time  of  its  designation  as  the  PAC,  the 
EBRI4PLUAC  made  every  attempt  to  inform  all  East  Boston  resideirts, 
especially  senior  citizens,  of  the  numerous  planning  meetings 
to  be  hold  in  order  to  prepare  a  "developers'  kit".   This 
devcilopcr's  kit  was  prepared  after  considerable  input  and 
expressions  of  preference  from  the  senior  citizens  who  attended 
the  many  open  advertised  meetings.   A  bus  tour  of  four  housing 
developments  in  Boston  and  Cambridge  was  held  to  allow  the 
interested  and  active  seniors  an  opportunity  to  express  their 
likes  and  dislikes. 

In  addition  to  the  many  meetings,  a  concentrated  effort 
was  made  to  form  a  PAC  (which  was  a  sub-committee  of  EBPy^lPLUAC) 
that  was  predominantly  composed   of  senior  citizens.   The 
techniques  used  were:  press  releases  in  local  papers  over  a 
number  of  weeks;  five  hundred  fliers  distributed  door  to  door 
in  the  Maverick  Square  area;  numerous  telephone  canvasses; 
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visits  to  senior  lounges;  letters  (over  650)  mailed  to  450 
individual  seniors;  letters  sent  to  100  organizations  in 
East  Boston;  100  letters  sent  to  other  interested  individuals 
and  £  special  appeal  was  made  to  four  senior  citizen  organizations 
to  send  representatives  to  the  PAC. 

After  a  predesignated  date  was  reached,  the  Project 
Area  Committee  membership  was  completed  with  42  members  signing 
the  official  membership  list. 

The  first  official  meeting  of  the  PAC  elected  officers 
and  established  the  guidelines  to  be  followed  in  future  meetings. 
PAC  members  also  signed  a  "disclaimer"  in  order  to  insure  that 
every  member  of  the  PAC  would  make  a  fair  and  impartial  selection 
of  a  developer.   It  was  also  voted  to  conceal  the  names  of  tlie 
architects  and  developers;   all  schemes  and  models  were  therefore 
identified  as  J\ ,    B,  C,  D,  E. 

The  PAC  met  with  all  interested  developers  and  architects 
prior  to  the  submission  of  the  proposals.   In  addition,  developers 
kits  were  distributed  and  reviewed  by  the  PAC  prior  to  the 
evaluation  meeting^ 

Three  full  day  Saturday  sessions  were  conducted  in  order 
to  critically  and  objectively  evaluate  the  developments  based 
on  moosurable  criteria  (see  attached  sheets).   At  the  conclusion 
of  each  meeting,  individual  voting  took  place;   resulta-were— "" 
posted  and  a  comparison  was  made  of  the  standing  of  each 
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proposal.   A  fourth  meeting  was  held  to  discuss  the  adherence 
of  the  proposals  to  federal  guidelines  with  particular  reference 
to  financial  guidelines.   An  evaluation  was  made  as  to  which 
developments  were  most  likely  to  be  built. 

Although  we  expected  to  make  a  selection  upon  the 
coinpletion  of  the  intensive  evaluation  following  three  full 
day  session,  members  of  the  committee  felt  that  they  were  not 
prepared  to  select  a  developer  at  that  time.   Although  the 
entire  evaluation  was  fair  and  objective  and  based  on  measurable 
criteria,  an  uncertainty  developed  when  the  development  that 
seemed  to  most  fulfill  the  needs  of  the  design  criteria  as 
well  as  the  desires  of  our  senior  citizens  could  not  meet 
the  financial  guidelines  as  set  by  the  federal  government  and 
the  Boston  Housing  Authority.   Scheme  E,  week  after  week, 
unquestionably  came  on  top,  way  above  all  others  on  almost 
every  phase  of  evaluation  except  for  the  economic  phase. 
Therefore,  wo  were  distressed  that  we  could  not  legally  allow 
the  developer  of  Scheme  E  to  be  selected  for  fear  that  the 
original  plans  for  the  development  would  be  sever ly  altered, 
jeopardized,  and/or  the  housing  incompleted.   Or,  that  allov;ing 
for  a  resubmission  would  require  at  least  one  hundred  days 
delay  and  the  need  to  start  all  over  at  the  beginning. 
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The  bombardment  of  unfavorable  newspaper  articles  not 
Only  in  the  local  nGv;!:;papers ,  but  also  in  The  Bonton  Globe, 
added  confusion  and  in  a  few  cases  an  aura  of  suspicion  even 
by  members  of  the  EBPAC. 

After  another  full-day  Saturday  session  (without  a 
break  for  lunch)  and  two  afternoon  sessions,  much  deliberation, 
discussion  and  soul-searching  the  EBPAC  selected  Scheme  D, 
Lidapell  corporation  (on  a  10  -  0  -  4  vote)  as  the  developer 
who  could  most  effectively  meet  all  federal  and  City  guidelines, 
provide  a  design  that  is  acceptable  to  the  senior  citizens  and 
is  flexible  enough  to  improve  what  we  see  as  inadequacies  and 
has  a  team  that  could  work  v;ith  the  community.   We  obviously 
expect  to  worl:  closely  with  the  developer  and  architect  to 
insure  that  the  very  best  housing  for  our  senior  citizens  is 
built  in  East  Boston. 

There  may  be  a  minority  report  filed  as  at  least  one 
member  of  the  EBPAC  felt  that  pressure  v/as  exerted  for  selecting 
the  developer  last  Saturday,   Most  of  us  do  not  feel  that  way 
as  we  committed  an  additional  thirteen  hours  plus,  of  sincere 
and  intense  deliberation  since  we  expected  to  make  a  decision 
on  our  original  time  table.   E-^ery  opportunity  for  making 
motions  was  afforded  to  every  member  of  the  EBPAC.   After  the 
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second  ballot,  Scheme  D  mot  the  established  onidelincs  of  the 
EBPAC:  a  simple  majority  but  at  least  ten  affirmative  votes 
in  order  to  carry  a  motion.   The  previous  v/eek  a  motion  was 
made  and  seconded  to  select  Scheme  D   but  we  had  only  ten 
eligible  voting  members  left  at  4:00  P.M.  and  the  motion  did 
not  carry, 

V7e  might  add  that  each  week  the  motion  to  accept  Scheme  D 
and  the  second  were  made  by  the  senior  members  of  our  conL-nittee. 

A  number  of  the  members  of  the  EBPAC  were  on  the 
original  comiaittee  that  fought  for  the  housing  five  years  ago 
and  are  anxious  to  see  the  implementation  of  their  dreams.   V;c 
therefore  oarnostly  hope  that  Mr.  Kennoy '  s  recdnmendation  to  t^'c 
BKi\   Board  and  the  BIIA  Board  decision  will  concur  VN'ith  the 
decision  of  the  EBPAC. 


■|iicl-;,Ti  l!:r.!o'ii;cac;iliMii,,\h,Mcrn:„,i,„„.  ,„„| 
l-a:Kl  i;:.  Co(,„ol  '.v,)!  lioKI  (wu  ii,.i,i„i;,nl  .lu'clinrs  (his 
nioiiili. 
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B.      GOULDVILLE-DUDLEY 

1.  Citizen  Participation  in  the  Preparation  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan 

The  Gouldville-Dudley  Urban  Renewal  Area  was  originated  in  1969  through  the  Model 
Cities  Program,  Model  Cities  submitted  three  Survey  and  Planning  (S  &  P)  applications  and  a 
Code  Enforcement  application  to  H.U.D.  Gouldville  Terrace,  which  is  the  earlier  name  for 
Gouldville-Dudley,  was  one  of  the  S  &  P  areas.  Gouldville  Terrace  and  the  Blue  Hill  Greenwood 
code     enforcement  area,  were  not  funded  by  H.U.D. 

Gouldville-Dudley  is  presently  being  submitted  as  an  N.D.P.  because  of  its  continued 
importance  to  the  Model  Cities  Board. 

The  Gouldville-Dudley  Urban  Renewal  Project  is  located  within  an  approved  Model  City 
Area.  Pursuant  to  RHA  7217.1,  Chapter  5,  Section  2  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Manual,  PAC 
requirements  do  not  apply  to  urban  renewal  projects  located  in  neighborhoods  under  the  Model 
City  Program.  The  citizen  participation  structure  and  process  followed  in  planning  this  area 
conforms  to  the  Model  City  guidelines  and  performance  standards  for  citizen  participation. 

The  Model  Neighborhood  Board  is  the  policy  making  organization  of  the  Model  City  Agency 
(Demonstration  Agency).  It  may  initiate  and  does  review  and  approve  all  plans  and  programs 
undertaken  by  the  Agency.  The  Board  consists  of  18  members,  3  representing  each  of  the  six 
sub-areas  of  the  Model  Neighborhood.  These  members  are  elected  every  two  years.  The  Board 
is  organized  into  7  Milestone  Policy  Committees  (Business,  Employment,  Recreation,  Education, 
Legal  Services,  Health  and  Welfare,  City  Services  and  Housing).  Each  committee  consists  of  a 
chairman  and  co-chairman  designated  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Board,  and  6  sub-area  delegates 
(one  from  each  sub-area).  Each  Milestone  Policy  Committee  is  responsible  to  the  Board  for 
planning,  recommendations  and  policy  review  on  matters  falling  within  its  jurisdiction. 

The  Board  maintains  continuous  contact  with  the  residents  of  the  Model  Neighborhood  to 
obtain  the  benefit  of  their  ideas,  suggestions,  criticisms  and  complaints  by  means  of  the  Sub-area 
Planning  Councils.  All  residents  of  each  sub-area  are  automatically  members  of  its  Planning  Council. 
These  Councils  are  headed  by  its  three  elected  Model  Neighborhood  Board  representatives  and 
have  at  their  disposal  community  participation  staff  to  perform  the  necessary  outreach  contact 
necessary  for  maximum  participation. 

2.  Project  Area  Committee 

Since  the  Gouldville-Dudley  NDP  is  wholly  within  Boston's  Model  Neighborhood  Area, 
pursuant  to  the  appropriate  guidelines,  as  spelled  out  in  the  Neighborhood  Development  Program 
Handbook,  the  Project  Area  Committee  for  the  Gouldville-Dudley  NDP  will  be  the  Model 
Neighborhood  Board  (MNB).  Because  the  MNB  has  its  own  staff  and  space,  much  of  the 
expenditures  associated  with  staffing  and  equiping  a  PAC  office  will  not  be  necessary. 

Since  a  major  goal  of  the  Model  Cities  Program  is  to  increase  local  control  over  decision 
making,  a  citizen  participation  aide  or  community  organizer  will  be  assigned  to  work  duiing  the 
execution  of  the  project.  This  person  will  be  responsible  to  the  MNB  and  will  have  the  responsibility 
of  keeping  all  the  residents  informed  and  active  during  the  execution  stage  of  the  project.  This 
will  insure  that  the  project  has  full   resident  participation  at  all  stages  of  decision-making. 
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MAIN   OFFICE 

BARTLETT  aUIUDINS 
a40l    WASHINGTON    STREET 
BOSTON.  MASSACHUSETTS  02n  9 
TEU.    (617)  4.i2-6e02 


December  29,  1972 


Mr.  Robert  T.  Kenney 

Director  ' 

Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 

One  City  Hall  Plaza 

Boston,  Massachusetts 

Dear  Mr.  Kenney: 

This  is  to  advise  you  that  the  Boston  Model  Neighborhood 
Board,  at  its  meeting  of  December  13,  approved  the  Gouldville- 
Dudley  Neighborhood  Development  Plan.   For  your  further  in- 
formation, I  am  forwarding  to  you  separately  a  copy  of  the 
minutes  of  that  meeting. 

» 

This  project,  which  was  planned  through  the  coordinated  ef- 
forts of  the  Sub-Area  V  Planning  Council,  the  Model  Cities 
Administration  and  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  will 
bring  much  needed  improvements  and  facilities  to  the  Gouldville- 
Dudley  area.   The  proposed  NDP  thus  has  the  continuing  support 
of  local  residents,  the  Sub-Area  V  Planning  Council  jnd  the 
Model  Cities  Administration. 

We  are  hopeful  for  timely  local  approvals  and  favorable 
review  by  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development. 

Yours  truly, 


Paul  Parks 
Administrator 

jm 


C.      LENA  PARK 

1.      Citizen  participation  in  preparation  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan 

The  Lena  Park  NDP  proposal  grew  out  of  the  activities  of  the  Lena  Park  Association, 
a  group  created  in  1966  by  approximately  25  persons,  most  of  whom  had  money  invested  in 
homes  on  Lome  Street  or  businesses  in  the  area.  They  were  concerned  about  the  increasing  physical 
decay  and  social  problems  on  the  street.  The  street  had  become  an  eyesore  and  also  had  a  bad 
reputation  in  the  community. 

The  Association  carried  out  several  improvement  projects  which  included  a  rat  eradiction 
program, a  clean  up  campaign,  and  the  formation  of  committees  to  notify  policy  of  abandoned 
cars  and  persons  dumping  garbage  on  the  street.  Members  tried  to  interest  homeowners  and  tenants 
on  nearby  streets  in  the  Association. 

The  Dorchester  APAC  gave  its  support  to  the  Association's  activities  and  provided  a 
summer  tutoring  program  for  children  in  a  neighborhood  community  center  that  Boston  State 
Hospital  was  running  in  cooperation  with  the  group. 

In  1968  the  Association  heard  of  plans  by  a  private  developer  to  build  a  221  (d)3 
high  rise,  all  two  bedroom  apartment  house  on  a  lot  adjacent  to  Lome  Street.  The  builder  owned 
the  land  and  planned  to  sell  the  whole  package  once  the  building  was  completed.  The  developer 
and  Lena  Park  Association  agreed  to  set  up  a  resident  controlled  housing  development  corporation 
to  take  over  this  development.  The  Lena  Park  Housing  Development  Corporation  was  then  formed 
to  sponsor  the  housing.  Its  board  included  five  members  from  the  Lena  Park  Association,  five 
members  from  St.  Leo's  Catholic  Church,  five  members  from  the  Church  of  God  and  Saints 
of  Christ  and  five  additional   members  from  the  community-at-large. 

The  Lena  Park  Housing  Development  Corporation  took  over  the  plans  for  the  building 
and  developed  a  general  outline  for  rehabilitation  the  area.  Their  multi-phase  plan  for  dealing 
with  some  of  the  problems  in  the  immediate  neighborhood  was  to: 

1.      Construct  a   14  story  tower  containing  97  two  bedroom  apartments; 

•         2.      Acquire  the  Y.M.H.A.  Hecht  House  and  convert  it  to  a  multi-purpose  community  service 
center. 

3.      Acquire  remaining  vacant  land,  abutting  the  Center  and  Lome  Street,  for  the  purpose 
of  constructing  additional   units  of  low  and  moderate  income  housing. 

The  group  was  forced  to  abandon  its  efforts  to  construct  the  14  story  apartment 
development  because  of  failure  on  the  part  of  the  general  contractor  to  fulfill  the  provisions 
of  the  development  contract.  Subsequently  FHA  foreclosed  on  the  project  and  acquired  the  site. 
The  site,  presently  still  owned  by  FHA,  is  part  of  the  Lena  Park  NDP  area  in  this  application. 

The  Lena  Park  group  was  exceedingly  successful  in  its  project  to  acquire  the  Y.M.H.A. 
Hecht  House.  The  BRA,  Dorchester  A.P.A.C.  and  several  other  agencies  provided  the  staff 
assistance  needed  to  prepare  a  funding  proposal  for  converting  the  Y.M.H.A.  Hecht  House  into 
a  multi-purpose  community  center.  An  application  was  filed  for  703  Neighborhood  Facilities 
monies  in  May,  1969,  and  was  approved  by  H.U.D.  in  August  1970  and  subsequently  funded. 
Today  the  Lena  Park  group  owns  the  facility  and  has  completely  renovated  it  for  its  current 
use  as  a  major  multi-purpose  community  center  providing  a  variety  of  health,  social-welfare  and 
recreation  programs  to  the  surrounding  community. 
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In  September,  1970,  the  Lena  Park  Housing  Development  Corporation  hired  a  full-time 
Executive  Director  and  reorganized  as  the  Lena  Park  Community  Development  Corporation  (CDC). 
The  Lena  Park  CDC  submitted  a  proposal  to  HUD  in  November,  1971  requesting  that  the  Newhall 
parcel  be  returned  to  the  Lena  Park  CDC  for  the  development  of  low  to  moderate  income  housing. 
In  September,  1971,  the  BRA  in  concert  with  the  CDC  determined  that  new  family  housing 
in  the  Lome  Street  area  would  not  be  feasible  without  using  eminent  domain  powers,  and  a 
land  cost  write-down.  These  conclusions  led  to  the  decisions  to  seek  funds  under  H.U.D.'s 
Neighborhood   Development  Program  to  carry  out  the  program. 

The  Lena  Park  CDC  has  contracted  Greater  Boston  Community  Development,  Inc.,  a 
non-profit  housing  corporation  which  provides  technical  assistance  to  community  sponsors  of  low 
and  moderate  income  housing,  to  package  the  proposed  housing  development.  Greater  Boston 
Community  Development  has  had  considerable  successful  experience  in  helping  community  groups 
develop  housing  in  the  Boston  Area  and  is  currently  providing  technical  assistance  to  more  than 
15  community  groups. 

2.      Project  Area  Committee 

The  BRA  has  worked  closely  with  the  Lena  Park  CDC  and  Greater  Boston  Community 
Development,  Inc.  throughout  the  planning  process  to  arrive  at  the  site  plan  and  pioject  budget 
presented  in  this  application. 

The  BRA  will  continue  to  work  closely  with  the  Lena  Park  CDC  in  planning  and 
implementing  the  proposed  NDP.  Since  residential  rehabilitation  is  not  a  significant  part  of  the 
proposed  activities,  a  formal  PAC  will  not  be  formed.  The  Board  of  the  Lena  Park  CDC,  which 
consists  of  local  residents  and  community  leaders,  will  continue  to  be  the  primary  vehicle  for 
facilitating  citizen  participation. 

Letters  of  support  for  the  proposed  NDP  from  neighborhood  residents,  groups  and 
agencies  are  included  as  an   Exhibit  to  this  report. 
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ia  Park  Community  Development  Corporation 


nnerican  Legion  Highway,  Dorchester,  Mass.    02 124. 


:r  Shawn  Shochan 
tieni 


Telephone  288-4900 


13  December  1972 


Reaciiing  out  and  touching 


Madeline  Murray 
•tary 


Mr.    Robert  T.    Kenney,    Director 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
City  of  Boston 
Boston,   Massachusetts 


Dear  Mr.    Kenney: 

More  than  10  months  ago,    Father  Shawn  Sheehan,    the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Lena  Park  Community 
Development  Corporation  wrote  the  Mayor  endorsing  the  Lena  Park 
NDP  application.      Father  Sheehan  has  given  me  permission  to 
extrapolate  from  his  February  letter  and  reaffirm  our  unequivocal 
support  and  endorsement  of  the  Lena  Park  Neighborhood  Develop- 
ment application. 

We  endorse  and  support  the  approval  and  funding  of  the 
application  with  ten  months  of  progress  and  ten  months  of  waiting 
and  continued  deterioration  along  Lome  Street  and  vicinity. 

The  Community  Development  Corporation  since  acquiring 
the  old  Hecht  House  has  made  constant  progress.     We  have  completed 
the  building  rehabilitation.     This  fete  was  the  result  of  the  com- 
munity-based organization's  ability  to  raise  an  additional  $95,  000 
to  supplement  previous  estimates  givenby  the  BRA  for  that  purpose. 
The  organization  has  been  able  to  secure  several  hundred  thousand 
dollars  entirely  from  private  sources  to  keep  the  doors  of  the  center 
opened  and  progress  going.     Speaking  of  programs,   more  than  seven 
different  programs  operate  from  150  American  Legion  Highway. 
These  range  from  125  Day  Care  and  Headstart  youngsters  to  special 
activities  for  Senior  Citizens  and  daily  recreation  programs  to  meet 
the  need  of  more  than  250  area  youths.     More  than  60  people  are 
employed  to  operate  these  programs.     As  these  activities  flourish 
and  youngsters  grow  and  develop,   the  homeowner,    the  tenant,    the 
resident  of  Lome  Street  continues  to  live  in  conditions  which  by  all 
standards  are  subhuman,    if  not  totally  inhuman.     Just  recently,   two 
families  were  burned  out  on  that  infamous  street.     One  household 
consisted  of  15  persons  while  the  other  household  only  had  12  in- 
habitants.    I  suppose  one  can  make  the  statement  that  there's  nothing 
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Page  2 


unusual  about  that  development,    in  that  it  occurs  everyday  somewhere 
in  the  City  of  Boston.     Well  there  is  something  a  bit  unusual.     Few 
families  are  burned  out  of  housing  which  has  already  been  condemned 
by  the  city.     Few  families  have  probably  experienced  living  in  a 
condemned  building  for  the  length  of  time  as  these  families  did.     Few 
houses  in  Boston  are  without  hot  running  water  and  proper  sewerage 
facilities. 

For  more  than  four  years,    these  two  families  have  survived 
along  with  35  (and  some'times  more)  families  in  squalor  and  inhuman 
conditions.     All  along  Lena  Park  has  been  with  these  families,    the 
families  and  the  community  are  relying  on  their  participation  in  the 
Lena  Park  complex  to  ease  the  misery  and  the  conditions  of  this 
existence  and  to  bring  about  new  conditions  which  lend  themselves  to 
the  attributes  of  the  good  life.     The  good  life  meaning  a  safe,    decent, 
sanitary  and  durable  housing  unit  in  an  environment  which  provides 
social  service  amenities,   economic  development  potential  and  peace 
of  mind  from  constant  fear. 

We  must  have  the  NDP  here  -  right  now  without  another  ten 
month  or  four  year  delay.     This  program  will  make  250-300  units  of 
housing  not  only  feasible,   but  a  reality.     This  goal  is  a  right  of  every 
person  living  the  democratic  environs  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
The  NDP  is  necessary  to  alleviate  human  suffering,   not  only  from  the 
present  conditions  on  Lome  Street,   but  also  future  suffering  which 
could  be  caused  by  high  rents,    low  management  fees  and  shabby  con- 
struction.    The  NDP  makes  site  acquisition,    relocation  and  necessary 
site  improvements  possible. 

We  call  on  you  and  the  BRA  Board,   the  Mayor  as  well  as 
Dan  Richardson  of  the  HUD  Boston  Area  Office  for  approval  and  funding 
of  the  Lena  Park  application. 


Sincerely, 


Patrick  F.    J<Wi,    Jr 
Executive  Director 


PFJ:pec 
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.a  Park  Community  Development  Corporation 

inkriciin  legion  HiKhway,D4)tthcsIcr.MaNS.    02124,  Telcplionc  2KK-49O0 

'f 

I  F.Jones  Jr.  : 

iV^  Director 

Reaching  out  and  to  jching 
Shawn  Shcchan 

2  February  1972 


'ladcline  Mumiy 
ary 


Honorable  Kevin  H.    White 
Mayor,    City  of  Boston 
Boston,   Massachusetts 

Dear  Mayor  Wiiite: 

For  the  past  four  years  the  Lena  Park  Community  Development 
Corporation,   through  its  subsidiary,  the  Lena  Park  Housing  Dev- 
elopment Corporation  has  been  about  the  business  of  producing  low 
and  moderate  income  housing  which  is  safe,   decent,    sanitary  aad 
duri-ble  in  our  service  area  -  Dorchester. 

Orr  first  attempt,    a  221d3  development  -  Newhall,   did  not  meet 
with  succcbs  in  terms  of  pro  luction.     The  proposed  97  units  had 
to  be  scrapped  because  of  many  problems,    some  of  which  we 
were  directly  responsible  for,   others  \.'hich  were  beyond  our  con- 
trol.    Perhaps  the  most  important  benefit  realized  from  that  exper- 
ience was  thQ  educational  process  which  we  as  a  neophyte  community 
group  went  through.     We  learned  many  things  about  the  low  income 
housing  business,   the  hard  way  -  failure. 

With  a  new  determination  meshed  with  experience,   knowledge  and 
an  eminently  qualified  staff,   we  continued  to  pursue  our  goal.    The 
organization  has  held  meetings  with  the  BRA,   HUD  officials,   local 
community  groups,   developers,   technical  assistance  types,    con- 
sultants,   etc.     After  a  year  of  looking  at  and  considering  different 
ways  to  deliver  low  and  moderate  income  housing  in  our  service 
area,   we  have  concluded  that  the  Neighborhood  Development  Pro- 
gram is  the  only  way  to  accomplish  our  goal. 

We  must  have  the  NDP  here  -  right  now,   in  Dorchester.     This 
prograiTi  will  make  250-300  units  of  housing  not  only  feasible,   but 
a  reality.     We  have  waited  and  done  without  far  too  long  to  delay 
further  our  objective.     The  NDP  is  necessary  to  alleviate  human 
suffering  not  only  fromi  the  present  conditions  on  Lome  Street,   but 
also  future  sufferings  which  could  be  caused  by  high  rents,   low 
management  fees  and  shaky  construction.      The  NDP  makes  site 
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Mayor  Kevin  White  -  2  -  2  February  1972 


acqviisition,    relocation  and  necessary  site  improvemr.i-its  possible. 

If  we  had  to  incluc'e  these  costs  in  a  236  mortgage,  the  affect  on 
rents  in  this  area  would  be  monetr-ry  prohibitive  and  psychologically 
defeating. 

We  call  on  you  and  the  BRA  Director,   Mr.    Kinney  as  well  as  the  HUD 
Boston  Area  Office  Director,   Mr.    Dan'Richardson  for  approval  of 
the  NDP  application. 

We  community  people,   still  have,  confidence  that  we  can  overcome 
the  pot',  ntial  erosion  and  decay  of  our  community.     Your  help  is 
needed. 

Than^    you. 

Sincerely, 


•\ 


ather  Shawn  Sheehan,    President 


SS:pec 

cc:    Mr.    Kinney,    BRA 


257 


January  28,   1972 

ft 

Mayor  Kevin  White 
City  of  Boston 
Boston,   Mass. 

Dear  Mayor  White  - 

I  have  been  a  resident  homeowner  on  Lorne  Street    for  the 

past  31  yearc.     I  am  living  here  at  the-  'present  time.     For  the 

past  5  years  I  have  been  working  with  the  conrvmxinity  group  to 

Improve  our  neighborhood.     I  have  read  the  Lena  Park  Neighborhood 

Proposal  and  agree  with  their  conoafjiL    I  feel  that  there  housing 

development  proposal  would  be  of  tremendous  importance  to  this 

area  to  provide  much  needed  housing  and  I  hope  you  will  agree. 

Sincerely, 


■\ 


Genevieve  Brown 

20  Lorne  St. 

Dorchester,   Mass.     02124 
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February  2,    1972 


Mayor  K.  vin  H.   White 
City  of  Boston 
Boston,   Mass. 

Dear  Mayor  White: 

I  have  lived  on  Lome  Street  for  almost  10  years.     As  a  home- 
owner,  I've  seen  the  property  around  me  deteriorate.     I've 
tried  to  maintain  my  property  in  good  condition.     I  first  came 
in  contact  with  the  Lena  Park  Association  about  4  years  ago. 
At  that  time,   they  were  talking  about  doing  something  on  Lorne 
Street  with  the  houses  and  about  building  a  high  rise  apartment 
on  Harvard  Street.     At  that  time  I  was  in  favor  of  the  apartments 
as  they  were  needed  in  the  area. 

As  a  homeowner  approaching  65  years  old,   I  have  been  involved 
with  Lena  Pa.  >v  since  that  time.     Mrs.    Brown,  Mr.   Teixeira 
and  I  were  all  very  disappointed  when  the  high  rise  failed.     We 
had  waited  expecting  to  sell  our  houses  when  the  high  rise  was 
completed.     That  never  happened.     Almost  four  years  later  we 
are  still  waiting.     New  housing  is  badly  needed  in  this  area. 
I  for  one  ap,ree  with  the  new  housing  program  proposed  by  Lena 
Park.     I  want  to  get  a  fair  amount  for  my  house.     I  don't  expect 
to  get  all  that  I've  put  into  the  house  -  last  year  I  put  2XS3tili  storm  windows 
which  cost  me  $1800.     I  had  to  buy  a  dog  because  of  breakins   - 
but  I  'lo  want  what  I  think  is  fair.     If  handled  right,   the  Neighbor- 
hood Development  Program  I  think  is  a  good  program  in  that  I 
and  others  can  sell  and  that  once  the  new  housing  is  completed,  v 
we  can  enjoy  a  better  neighborhood. 


Sincerely, 


p.  S.    I  also  put  up  a  fence  which  cost  me  $800. 
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Janauary  28,    1972 


Mayor  White 
City  Hall 
Boston,   Mass. 


I  have  been  a  resident  and  owned'  my  home  on  Lome 

Street  for  10  years.     I  have  been  informed  of  what 

the  Lena  Park  is  trying  to  bring  to  this  area  in  the 

Neighborhood  Development  Program, 

I  wish  to  go  on  record  as  approving  100  percent  this 

program. 

Mr.    &  Mrs.   J.    Teixeira 
6  Lome  Street    Dorchester 
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January  31,    1972 


Mayor  Kevin  H,   White 
City  of  Boston 
Boston,   Mass. 

Dear  Mayor  White: 

We  are  writing  you  as  tenants  of  55  Lome  Street,   Dorchester 
about  Lena  Park. 

For  the  last  year  or  so  we  have  been  in  touch  from  time  to  time 
with  members  of  Lena  Park.     We  have  watched  the  steady  pro- 
gress of  Lena  Park  and  know  that  those  people  are  doing  some- 
thing for  us.     We  see  children  from  our  street  making  use  of  the 
gym  ;wnd  other  things. 

We  foxind  out  why  the  high  rise  apartment  never  did  go  up  on  the 
corner  of  Harvard  and  Franklin  Hill.     We  have  also  talked  with 
Paj  Jones  about  the  new  houring.      From  those  discussions,   we 
are  in  favor  of  improvements  on  this  street.     We  are  tired  of 
living  in  tfise  conditions.     We  are  prepared  to  move  out  and 
return  when  the  new  housing  is  completed.     Lena  Park  is  doing 
things  and  we  want  to  help  as  this  will  benefit  us.     We've  been 
waiting  a  long  time  for  somethJng  good  to  happen  on  Lome  St. 
Your  help  is  also  needed  as  our  elected  official. 

Yours  truly. 
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GREATER  BOSTON  COMMUNITY  DEVELOPMENT,  INC. 

177     STATE     STREET      •      BOSTON,     MASSACHUSETTS     02109 
Telephone:    (617)227-7897  ROBERT  B.  WHITTLESEY,  Executive  Director 
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January  13,  1972 


The  Honorable  Kevin  H.  \«7hite  a 

Mayor  of  Boston 
Boston  City  Hall 
One  City  Hall  Square 
Bostc.i,  Massachusetts  02201 

Dear  Mr.  Mayor: 

Greater  Boston  Community  Development  (GBCD) ,  a  non- 
profit housing  corporation  providing  technical  assis- 
tance to  community  sponsors  Of  lov/  and  moderate  income 
housing,  is  currently  serving  as  housing  consultant 
to  the  Lena  Park  Community  Development  Corporation.  A 
Neighborhood  Development  Program  proposal  for  lov;  and 
moderate  income  feimily  housing  has  been  prepared  by 
the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  with  the  assistance 
of  the  Lena  ParJc  CDC  and  GBCD. 

We  heartily  support  the  Lena  Park  NDP  proposal  which 
will  be  submitted  this  month  to  the  Boston  Area  Office 
of  the  U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development, 

The  250  units  of  low  and  moderate  income  housing 
presently  planned  for  this  eight  acre  Dorchester  site 
should  help  to  meet  the  need  for  the  20,000  units  of 
lov/-  income  housing  which  was  cited  in  your  recent 
inaugural  speech.  We  urge  your  support  of  the  Lena 
Park  Neighborhood  Development  Program. 


Sincerely  your 


Robert  B.  Whittlesey 
Executive  Director 


cc:  Robert  T.  Kenney 
RBW:MAD 
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TTLT:  CITY  HALL 


Jsnuary  20,   1972 


Mr.   Patrick  Jones,   Exoc.   Director 
Lena  Park  Community  Dcvcloixrient,   Inc. 
150  yjnerican  Legion  ]iichv;ay 
Dorclie;  tfr,   Kassacliutjetts  02124 


Dear  lior' 


P^'i-' 


I   am  deli/ihted  to  hoar  how  vjell  yoiu"  plans  are  progrr;ssing  toward 
the  building  of  mucli  needed  housing  in  the  Lena  Park  area.     As  you 
know  I  have  beer,  most  inj-ireE'^cd  v.'ith  the  careful   and  thoxiphtful 
work  you   liave  been  doing  in  developing   the  whole  Lena  Park  cc.T'.plcx. 
It  h'iS  been   p<';rticul':rly  gratifying   to  rne   to  observe  your  fruitful 
efforts   tov;ards  bi-racial   cGrn,'7iunity-\>ade  participation. 

I  wish  you   every   success   in  obtaining  I^'eighborhood  Levelop".er:t 
Progrfjni  aj^proval   and  look  fonvard  to  our  continuing  v.'orking 
relationship. 

Sincerely, 


Mary  Berger 

l-'anager 

Matt;;i)an   I.iitlc  City  Hall 


lai/bo 


MAYoii':,  f;i  I  \a  or  I'ljui  ir;  siitvici. 


c;n  Y  iiAi  I 


liUSION 


ma<^';a(:iiu;,ltii; 


i);'?i)i 
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DORCHESTER   AREA   PLANNING  ACTION   COUNCIL 


480  WASHINGTON   STREET 
DORCHESTER.    MASSACHUSETTS  02124 


MRS    DORIS  GRAHAM 
CXCCUTIVE  OIRC  rrOR 

MR.  EDWARD  r,    rjRELI 
CHAIRM..rt 

MR.  ARTHUR  CTLAr.-J 
l«T  VICE  rBESIDENT 

EILEEN  SOUZA 
tNO  Vice  PRESIDENT 

CHARLES  WILLIAMS 
•CCRCTARV 


RECEIVED 

FFB2  1372 
MAYOR'S  OFFlCi 
January  31,  1972 


The  Honorable  Kevin  H.  White 
Meyor,  City  of  Boston 
Boston  City  Hall 
Boston,  Massachusetts 

Dear  Mayor  White: 

Plee-  o  be  advised  that  the  Lena  Park  Development,  Inc./ 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  Neighborhood  Development 
Program  should  be  inaugurated.  This  project  has  the 
approval  of  this  Agency's  Board  of  Directors  and  my  per- 
sonel  endorsement  as  Executive  Director. 

Meeting.-?  hpve  been  held  in  the  community  and  I  now  feel 
that  the  community  residents  vrill  have  ample  imput  into 
this  program.   However,  there  are  two  vital  conditions 
that  must  be  included  in  the  program. 

A,  Lena  Park  Development  Inc.  shall  be  the 
Relocation  vehicle. 

B.  That  any  property  that  shall  be  acquired 
will  be  at  fair  market  value. 

I  have  been  assured  that  these  two  conditions  will  be 
met.   With  this  stipulation  my  agency's  endorsement  is 
given  to  this  proposal. 


Sincerely  yours, 

(Mrs.)  Doris  Graham 
Executive  Director 
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OFFICE  OF  VOLUr^TEDI?   SEI^VICEG 


January  20,   197: 


Mayor  Kevin  II,   V^iito. 
1  City  I  la  11  Square 
Cod ton,    MA     02201 

Dear  Mayor  VJliltc: 


This  letter  is  in  support  of  the  application  fron  the 
Lena  Park  CoiiLiurjity  Dcvolopncnt  Corporation  for   a  grant  uj-^Cer 
the  Ncio'iborliood  Devclopnent   Prograrj, 

Tliis  statoncnt  is  given  on  tlio  basis  of  my  crrpericncG 
;7itli  Lena  Park  bctv;Gcn  1960  and  the  present  tine,      Detvracn   1963 
and  the   Fall  of  1971  while  on  Senior   Staff  positioiis  at  United 
Coni'umity  Services,    I   had  responsibility  for  coordinating  tiie 
ivorl:  of  tr^at  agency  irith  the  devcloi'jraont  of  the  Lena  Parle 
Profjra:^,      Tliis  involved  v;ort:ing  vjith  a  nunbcr  of  task  forces, 
conponod   largely  of  grass  roots  leadership,   to  dctcrinino  the 
type  of  progran  v;hich  would  bo  r.iost   helpful   to  that  cor.iir.unity. 
It  involved  nccting  v/ith  the   F^oard  of  Directors   of  tliat  organi- 
zation  frcr.1  tii.io   to   tine  v;hich   consisted  nostly  of  residents 
of  tiio  area,     I  served  as  a  nenbcr  of  the  personnel  cotxxLttoe, 
v/£iich  v;as   composed   largely  of  residents  of  the  area  including 
lov/~inconc  public  assistance   recipients,   v/hicli   rocorimcndcd   to 
tho  i^oard  of  Directors  selection  of  tiio  Gcccutivc  Edrcctor, 
Patrick  F,   Jones  Jr,,  who  started  work  with  the  Lena  Park 
progran  in  tho  Fall  of  1970.      The  personnel  Corxaittcc  had  as 
its  principle  objective  obtaining  a  well  qualified   Clack 
Executive  with  dcnonstratcd  e;:periencc  in  worlcing  with  grass 
roots   leadership  in  lovj-incone  urban  areas,     Iir#   Jones  v/as 
selected  on  the  basis  of  his   outstanding  oiv'poricncc  directing 
OEO  and  Ford  Foundation  funded  grass   roots  corporations  in  the 
VJatts  area  of  Los  Angeles, 

Mr,  Jones  has  given  cKtrcncly  effective  leadership  at 
Lena  Park  since  coriing  to  Boston,  v;orking  very  effectively  v/ith 
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tino  litj'.-.inj  vci:y  c^TioctivoIy  \;i-i';  public  r.iKJ  vcluritrry 
or 'jard ratio;;;:  in  tlio  city,  c^atc,  wjcl  «cticral  IcvoX. 

Tr.Q  Ur.>a  r.nrl:  ccrxdco  ivrca  )\rrji  o^.t'^yia. yjly  ccriono  iioolnl 
and  cco:}o;.-dc  i;:ro"jlc;:i3«     ISoot  o-  tlie  laJMulc  cla^n  \;hitc  po.vula'.  Ijn 
iToui-iJ  in  "tiio  ayeu  lU'jtil  r.bout   VX^l^  r.c.c   IcrTt,  vTith  t'-io  vxonu'lation 
nofi.'  licir.j  ^>:xcu;::u:iru-ily  lo'j-inccrso  '^Ir^c'.i  cv.vJ.  Iv-c-'to  liicr.r., 

In  ay  rc'cjucat  ;>oclt:lon,  \;liic:;  incluocij  cclrilnictrnti's'  r 

a  pioiiccr:  .♦jc.'.v:;c'  .liurilniO'tc^ccJ  cxnO  £ri;a-:;e  -^li^ancoiJ  ix\by  lAoaco 

in  !-:;na  I^.-,;:;,     Tac  Service  Oaspu  is  i:il:;i::n.I.nj  wit^u.-?  tha  nc:;^ 
fcvv  j:;on-::;;a  'co  ncGi:m  c  bloci;  o^  atxnit   wcn  cor>"^rr;\:t^n  to   i:!:c  l<i:-,:\ 

I.—.'  f^  *  1  >--•/■/ X--V     "*-■'•  C'»  •7'";         ■?  •■■if ***/*-'*"-* /^!i*>     ^^     •}■''/■»     /^•i'r^rt        '  •'■^i^    A  T^  7 'J      l'*!^     r^' V*' .'•"?>*■■■!  ^i-'» 

iinlxO  ^.it;i  the  ?:c;^  Co1Ic:jg  «:;  HibUc  o;*u  av-n:nlty' Aff-ir:i, 
TJirlvvmi  t/  ii,r  i:^^c:r;:;-:juiiccttc:   -'  5"k"sr;t:;n  \;;lt-:  t**c::0  v*o::I:  c:nci-:::iv:r;'rjG 
<:ai:v::.'i;j'r  <:';\f.l::..;c  c^^icdit.     ^^c  ^:;c  uclovrviijj  Ix:;>n  ;:v.i:!:  f^n  1.";.o 

*  »^     •''^-.f-  '   ■  ■.      ■*(  '•■-  ■  ■>  •* 
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D.     WASHINGTON-COREY 

1.  Citizen  participation  in  the  preparation  of  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan 

Citizen  involvement  in  the  preparation  of  the  Washington-Corey  Road  NDP  has  existed 
from  the  earliest  planning  stages  of  this  project.  The  activities  are  described  in  detail  in  Section 
303  A  (d)  -  Urban   Renewal  Area  Project. 

Briefly,  a  citizen's  group  was  formed  in  Allston-Brighton  to  find  a  suitable  site  for 
elderly  housing.  The  Washington-Corey  Road  site  was  the  recommendation  of  the  Elderly  Housing 
Site  Finding  Committee  as  well  as  the  professional  planning  staff  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment 
Authority  and  the  Boston   Housing  Authority. 

During  the  preparation  of  the  NDP  application  the  Elderly  Housing  Site  Finding 
Committee  initiated  the  formation  of  a  Project  Area  Committee.  The  group  is  in  the  process 
of  electing  its  officers  and  establishing  various  task  forces.  Letters  of  support  from  the  Project 
Area  Committee  as  well  as  other  citizens  and  civic  groups  are  enclosed. 

2.  Project  Area  Committee 

The  members  of  the  Washington-Corey  Road  Project  Area  Committee  are  representative 
of  concerns  at  a  variety  of  levels  and  functions.  The  membership  includes  citizens  from  the 
neighborhood  as  well  as  leaders  of  the  major  civic  groups  and  agencies  in  the  Community.  In 
addition  there  are  representatives  from  elderly  groups,  religious  organizations,  and  the  social  and 
physical  development  Citizen  Committees  of  Allston-Brighton. 

The  Project  Area  Committee  is  presently  organized  into  three  task  forces.  These 
sub-committees.  Lobby,  Administration,  Planning  and  Design,  will  concern  themselves  with  an 
exploration  of  the  relevant  issues. 

The  Lobby  committee  will  organize  support  for  the  NDP  at  the  local,  city-wide,  State 
and   Federal   levels. 

The  Administration  Committee  will  concern  itself  with  determining  the  organization 
needed  to  maintain  the  Washington-Corey  Road  Project  Area  Committee.  Areas  of  responsibility 
between  the  P.A.C.,  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority,  and  the  Boston  Housing  Authority 
will  be  discussed  in  detail  once  the  NDP  application  is  approved. 

The  Planning  and  Design  Committee  will  work  with  the  Staffs  of  the  BHA  and  the 
BRA  in  the  preparation  of  a  developer's  kit.  This  report  will  describe  the  number  of  units, 
permissable  uses,  parking,  design,  etc. 
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MEMBERSHIP  OF  PROJECT  AREA  COMMITTEE 


INTEREST  GROUPS 


Joseph  Smith,  President 
Allston  Civic  Association 
70  Athol  Street 
Allston,  Mass. 

Mrs.   Eleanor  Moriarty 
89  Gardner  Street 
Allston 


Neighborhood 

Mrs.  Mary  Kramer 
100  Fidelis  Way 
Brighton 


Mrs.  Gertrude  Weiner,   Director 
Allston-Brighton  Community 
Development  Corporation 
1705  Commonwealth  Avenue 
Brighton,  Mass. 


Monsignor  Matthew  Stapleton,  Pastor 
St.  Columbkille's  Church 
Market  Street 
Brighton,  Mass. 

Rev.   Harold  Bursey,  Pastor 
Allston  Congregational   Church 
31    Quint  Avenue 
Allston,  Mass. 


Mrs.  Alyce  Cusick,  President 
Harvard  Avenue  Senior  Citizens 
5  Cresthill   Road 
Brighton,  Mass. 

Mrs.  Alice   Davis,  President 
Commonwealth  Seniors  Club 
12   Fidelis  Way 
Brighton,  Mass. 

AGENCIES  AND  INSTITUTIONS 


Community-Wide 

Mrs.  Anita  Bromberg 
Allston-Brighton  Tenants  Union 
141   Chiswick  Road 
Brighton,  Mass. 


Religious 

Rabbi  Abraham   Halbfinger 
Kadimah  Toras-Moshe 
113  Washington  Street 
Brighton,  Mass. 

Abraham   Kalish 
Kadimah  Toras-Moshe 
113  Washington  Street 
Brighton,  Mass. 


Elderly 


Louis  Wiseman,  President 
Kadimah  Senior  Citizens 
113  Washington  Street 
Brighton,  Mass. 


Public 


Paul   F.  Creighton,  Jr. 
Allston-Brighton  Community 
Development  Program 
143   Harvard  Avenue 
Allston,  Mass. 
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Mrs.    Rita  Peppard 

12   Reedsdale  Street 

Allston,  Mass. 

Legislative  Council  of  Older  Americans 
Allston-Brighton  APAC  Board  of  Directors 

Edith  Stein,  Senior  Program  Coordinator 
143  harvard  Avenue 
Allston,  Mass. 
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MEETING   DATES  OF   ELDERLY   HOUSING 
SITE   FUNDING  COMMITTEE 

June  2,  1971 
June  14,  1971 
June  29,  1971 
June  28,  1971 
July  15,  1971 
July  28,  1971 
July  30,  1971 
Dec.  14,  1971 

MEETING  DATES  OF  PROJECT  AREA  COMMITTEE 

Jan.   13,   1972   (preiinninary) 
Feb.  3,   1972   (preliminary) 
March  24,   1972   (organizational) 
April    13,   1972   (organizational) 

MEETING   DATES  OF  PROJECT  AREA  COMMITTEE 
AND  B.R.A. 

March  14,  1972 
March  20,  1972 
March  22,  1972 
October  21,   1972 
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<=4U±ton      CwL 
ALLSTOX, 


Hon,     One. 
■TTS  02134 


Chairman 
Hoard  uf  Dir,\-tjrs 

JosKi'ii    M.   Smith 
70  Atihii.  Stkkkt 
Allsitin,    Massai  II  l  sEn> 
Tel.  254-4486 


tL'Ki4 


October  I4.,  1971 


Mp.  Robert  Kenny,  Administrator 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
New  City  Hall 
Boston,  Massachusetts 

Dear  Mr.  Kenny, 


OCT  5  i97, 


It  is  my  understanding  that  the  Boston  Housing  Authority  has 
agreed  that  the  property  located  at  the  corner  of  Washington  St. 
and  Corey  Rd.  in  Brighton  is  suitable  for  the  construction  of 
Elderly  Housing. 

This  letter  is  to  inform  you  that  it  is  the  consensus  of  our 
local  Elderly  Housing  Site  Finding  Committee  that  this  is  the 
best  possible  site  readily  available. 

May  we  urge  you  to  initiate,  immediately,  whatever  BRA  action 

is  necessitated  to  make  this  desperately  needed  housing  a  reality. 

I  hope  to  hear  from  you  soon  on  this  matter. 

Sincerely, 


Smith 
President,  Bright on- Alls ton  Local  Advisory 
Committee 

JMS/mc 

cc :  Larry  Kof f 
Frank  Buell 
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NOV  2  2 1971 


BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 
OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR    ^ 

November  22,    1 97 1 


Robert  Kenney^  Director 
Boston  Re-Development 
New  City  Hall 
BosTONj  Massachusetts 

Dear  Mr.  Kenney: 

The  Allston-Brighton  Community  Development  Corporation  is  a  non- 
PRoriT  organization  organized  roR  THE  PURPOSE  of  improving  housing 
and  the  physical  environment  in  the  Allston-Brighton  area* 

as  president  of  this  corporation*  i  wish  to  advise  you  that  our 
entire  membership  voted  that  the  land  site  at  corey  and  washington  streets 
was  the  best  all  around  site  fulfilling  all  the  criteria  listed  for  the 
evaluation  of  sites  for  elderly  housing* 

We  are  COUNTING  ON  YOUR  ASS  I STANCE  TO  US  AND  TO  THE  BoSTON  HOUSING 

Authority  to  help  develop  this  vitally  needed  elderly  housing  in  Brighton. 

Very  truly  yours* 

Gertrude  K.  Weiner 

President 

Allston-Brighton  Community  Development  Corp. 


GI^ZFK 
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Coiig/iGgatiou  ^adimad  -^om  Jiodx^ 

113   WASHINGTON    STREET.  BRIGHTON.   MASS.  02135 

TKLCPMONC   2B4<t333 


ABRAHAM   t.    HALSriNGER 

Rabbi 


January  20,  1972 


Robert  T.  Kenncy,  Director  /f^^jE' '^'^- '*  ^ 

Boston  Rcdevclopr.cnt  Authority 
City  Hall 


JAM  2  41972 


•' 


Boston,   Mass.   02201  u.-iijo   -  ^:^| ^  ^ 

COSmKEDEV£LOP^;ENr/i/r/.n.,Tv 
Dear  Mr.   Kenney:  ^'^fCE  OF  7K£  DnrcTOfi 

As'  you  know,  plans  are  being  formulated  for  the  con- 
struction of  Elderly  Housing  Units  on  V\7ashington  St. 
and  Corey  Road  in  Brighton. 

There  is  a  trenendous  need  for  Elderly  Housing  in  our 
area  and  even  with  the  units  that  are  proposed  for 
this  site,  we  will  hardly  scratch  the  surface. 

I  am  appealing  to  you  to  help  support  this  project  and 
see  that  Elderly  Housing  is  constructed  here.   As  a 
ineEber  of  the  Elderly  Housing  Site  Committee,  we  have 
inspected  close  to  30  sites  together  with  members  of 
your  office  and  the  only  one  that  meets  all  the  cri- 
teria has  been  this  site. 

The  elderly  in  Brighton  are  particularly  hard  hit  be- 
cause of  the  abundant  student  population  in  our  area 
and  the  fact  that  the  elderly  are  priced  out  of  the 
market  because  of  the  fix&d  incomes  and  litiited  abil- 
ities. 

We  have  had  one  community  meeting  and  we  plan  another 
one  for  Thursday  afternoon,  February  3,  1972,  at  2:00 
, P.M.  at  our  Social  Hall.   If  you  arc  able  to  be  with 
us,  you  will  surely  see  the  expression  of  the  communi- 
ty for  such  a  development. 

Respectfully,  .  » 


or.Mia.4   I.    H/ilbJinner, 


Rabbi 
Co-Chai  rmani 
Project  Area  Comnittee 
A.IH/s 


'mm  u\^l  cA'.c  ^^mxi  273 


^t.  dtilumblulle's  ^cctorg 

321  ^fiutet  plttet 

^igl|ton,  ^M.  02135 


February  3,  1972 

'\ 

Robert  Kenney,  Director 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
City  Hall 
■oston,  Mass. 

Dear  sir: 

I  write  to  express  my  .approval  of  your 

project  which  has  been  proposed  here  in  Brighton 

of  elderly  housing  to  be  located  at  Cctey  Road 

and  Washington  Street. 


Sincerely  yours, 

(Rev.  Msgr.)  Matthew  P.  Staple ton 

Pastor 


FEB    ':'1972 


BOSTON  REDEVELOPMEfJ  Alm^0R^7 
OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR 


N 
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SENIOR  CITIZENS  GROUP 

KADIMAH-TORAS  MOSHE 
113  Washington  Street,  Brighton,  Mass.  02135 


February  2,  1972 


Robert  T.  Kenney 

Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 

City  Hall  Square 

Boston,  Mass.  02201 


Dear  Mr.  Kenney: 

In  the  name  of  the  300  members  of  our  Senior  Citizens  Group, 
who  meet  weekly  in  the  vicinity  of  the  projected  housing  de- 
velopment, on  Washington  Street  and  Corey  Road,  Brighton,  we 
hereby  ask  that  you  put  your  entire  support  behind  this  program. 

Elderly  Housing  is  sorely  needed  in  this  area  as  many  of  our  own 
members  are  living  in  houses  that  are  sub- standard. 

We  hope  that  you  will  make  it  possible  for  this  housing  to  be 
constructed. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Abraham  Kalis  Louis  Wiseman 

Vice-President  President 


David  Rabinovitz 
Treasurer 


Bus.cr:  J?r:'.  11'.!  'i-i  T-jTiiotoiY 

OFFICE  OF  THE  DiKECIOR 
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KR.  EWALT  MO  Massachusetts  Mental  Health  Center 

•""■'"""""  .'    BOSTON    PSYCHOPATHIC  HOSPITAL  ^ 

SOUTHARD  CLINIC  ^WHILDRcN'S  UKIX 

o 


72  -  76  Fenwood  Road  ^/       \y 

Boston.  Mass.  02ri5  y5< 


February   15,1972 


Mr.   Robert  Kcpney,  Administrator 

Boston  Redevelopfflent  Authority  ^ 

City  Hall  .  ^ 

Boston,  Mass.    02201 

Dear  Mr.    Kenney, 

At  the  February  10th  meeting  of  the  Allston-Brighton  Interagency  Council 
(a  group  of  fifty  public  and  private  agencies  serving  the  above  designated 
Allston-Brighton  community),  the  membership  unanimously  approved  the 
endorsement  of  the  proposed  plan  to  build  an  elderly  housing  complex  on 
Washington  Street  at  Corey  Road  in  Brighton. 

Housing  for  the  elderly  has  long  been  an  urgent  need,  particularly  in 
Allston-Brighton  where  over  167o  of  the  population  is  65  and  over.  If  you 
take  into  consideration  those  55  and  older  257o  of  the  population  falls 
into  this  category. 

On  behalf  of  the  citizens  of  Allston-Brighton,  the  Interagency  Council 
urges  favorable  action  on  the  proposed  housing  site  for  the  elderly. 


Thank  you  for  your  attention. 


♦•■-.  I 


Sincerely  yours, 

(Miss)  Dorothy  Giles,  Chairman 
Allston-Brighton  Interagency  Council 


■'^:.:\-\.>:\z^^. 


.  ^.  .  *  A 


t--'"^  •    :".■..-.. '. 
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^SlA 


(Hilt  mxmtcimtmli  d  ^assaclju^^tts 

fiUU  "^rnxft, '^otixm  .' 


llJiRMAN  S.  WEINBERG 

TH  SUFFOLK  DISTRICT 
«  DE  STREET.  BOSTON  02I3S 


24  April   1972 


t^^V 


!r.   Robert  T.    Kenncy  i 

director  P.edeveloonent  Authority  '• 

|:ity  Hall  ~ 

jttoston,    Massachusetts      02210 

)ear   Sir, 

Although  v/c  have  not  personally  discussed  the  proposed  housira 
lllevelopment  as  !-7achingtcn  Street  and  Corey  Road,  Brighton,  I  v;ant  you 
|ico  know  that  I  am  one  hundred  percent  behind  •'his  proposal. 

There  is  a  great  deal  of.  need  for  this  kind  of  housing  in  our 
[istrict  as  I  am  sure  you  are  av;are. 

Our  greatest  nroblen  for  a  long  time  has  been  housina  for  our 
tlderly  citizens. 

With  regards  to  the  location  I  think  its  ideal  as  do  all  of  the 
)ecple  in  the  neighborhood, 

I  have  diccussod  the  site  at  length  with  /vndrev;  Olins  of  the  Bostcr 
lousing  Authority  and  he  is  cuite  enthused  about  the  locus. 

"I  sincerely  hope  vre  can  bring  this  to  a  reality  soon. 


^SlJ/rd 


Sincerely, 

U. ^^ 

Norman  F,  Weinberg 
State  Representative 


i 
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Planning  Action  Council,  Inc. 


I 

143   Harvard   Avenue 

Allston.    Mass.    02134 

783  -  1485 


April   18,    1972 


MlWqi 


Robert  T.  Kenney,  Director 

Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 

Boston  City  Hall  APR  2  0  1972 

Boston,  Massachusetts 

Dear  Mr.    Kenney:  BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 

OFFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR 
The  Alls ton-Brighton  Area  Planning  Action  Council  is  the 
official  anti-poverty  agency  in  the  Allston-Brighton  section  of 
Boston.   One  of  our  chief  endeavors  is  to  attempt  to  better  the 
livlihood  of  our  elderly  people.   According  to  census  data,  there 
are  approximately  10,000  senior  citizens  living  in  this  area, 
many  of  whom  struggle  just  to  provide  themselves  with  the  basic 
necessities  of  life. 

Adequate  hxiusing  is  a  problem  for  most  everyone,  but  most 
especially  for  the  elderly  who  are  living  on  fixed  incomes. 
Rents  in  Allston-Brighton  have  risen  to  astronomical  proportions 
and  those  elderly  whose  income  is  Social  Security  or  Old  Age 
Assistance  can*t  compete  in  the  housing  market. 

We  wholeheartedly  support  the  proposal  of  the  Project  Area 
Committee  to  have  housing  built  at  the  corner  of  Washington  and 
Corey  Streets. 

We  encourage  you  and  the  BRA  to  do  everything  you  possibly 
can  to  provide  this  housing. 

Sincerely, 


ll      George-!  Boylen,  Chairman 
*      Board  of  Directors 
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Legislative  council  tor  Older  Americans,  Inc. 

110  ARLINGTON  STREET     •     BOSTON,  WVASSACHUSEHS  02116     •     Telephone  426-0804 


ilANK  i.  MANNING 

I  -  President  &  Treosurer 
|W.  DONALD  A.  THOMPSON 

i4e  Relations 
iANK  HOLIVER 


Senior  Power  on  the  Move 


April  19,   1972 


Mr,   Robert  Kennedy,   Director 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
New  City  Hall 
Government  Center 
Boston,   Mass, 

Dear  Mr.   Kenney: 


APR20«T2 


mmw^<!!!^tX'''^ 


The  purpose  of  this  letter  Is  to  urge  favoi<^^§fe^V(insideratlon 
of  the  prposed  senior  housing  development  at  Corey  &  Vfashington 
Streets,  in  the  Allston-Brighton  area,  Mrs.  Rita  Peppard  has 
informed  me  that  the  Allston-Brighton  Senior  Housing  group  is 
a  well-rounded  and  competent  community  organization,  and  it 
is  our  hope  and  suggestion  that  the  plans  of  this  group  be 
given  the  fullest  considdration. 

Moreover,  previous  plans  to  build  housing  for  the  elderly 
in  the  Allston-Brighton  area  have  been  frustrated  and  this 
is  a  good  opportunity  to  majce  up  for  lost  time  in  providing 
decent  housing  at  a  price  they  can  pay  for  the  many  senior 
citizens  in  that  area. 

Wo,  therefore,  urge  prompt  and  favorable  action  on  the 
proposal  of  the  Senior  Housing  Committee, 


Sincerely  yours. 


Prank  J.  Manning       -^ 


MEET  YOUR  FRIENDS  HERE 
\ti  lndependet,»  Senior  Citizen  OrgnnizaJiot,  dedicafed  to  Jhs  Sofa!  welfare  ol  «!i  Rfflfirees  end  Older  Americans 
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Planning  Action  Council.  Inc. 


143   Harvard   Avenue 

Allston.    Mass.    02134 

783  -  1485 


Mi[l\^[^|n 

APR  2  0  1972 


April   18,    1972 


BOSTON  REDEVaOPMENT  AUTHORITY 
Robert  T.    Kenney,    DirectcPFICE  OF  THE  DIRECTOR 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
Boston  City  Hall 
Boston,    Massachusetts 

Dear  Mr.    Kenney: 

^r^.^   A^?  Senior  Services  and  Opportunities  Program  Coordinator  for 

the  BRi'brt'h^'fr'-"  f  f '  ^^"d?^^^  the  proposal  submitted  to 
the  BRA  by  the  Project  Area  Committee  for  elderly  housing  at 
Washington  and  Corey  Streets.  ^ui,j.ug  dc 

..v^}  "^""i}   r""^  closely  with  the  twelve  senior  citizens  organi- 
zations which  represent  approximately  one  thousand  elderly 
Allston-Brighton  residents  and  I  realize  what  a  problem  it  is  to 
obtain  adequate  low  cost  housing  in  this  section; 

The  present  housing  crisis  is  forcing  elderly  who  are  living 
on  a  meager  income  to  spend  far  too  much  just  to  have  a  place  to 
live.   Most  of  the  elderly  have  no  desire  to  leave  the  Allion- 
lirighton  community  and  there  is  no  reason  why  they  should. 

I  hope  that  you  will  do  everything  within  your  power  to  eet 
housing  built  as  soon  as  possible. 


Respectfully, 

Edith  Stein 
Senior  Coordinator 
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fv'AR  2  ?  I37E  Kadimah-Toras  Moshe 

113  Washington  St. 

•     OFFICE  CF  THE  DirtCICR    '"^March  28,  j,19/2 


Robert  T.  Kenney,  Director 
Bostbn  Redevelopment  Authority- 
New  City  Hall  '  ^ 
Boston,  Massachusetts 

Re:   Elderly  housing  at  Washington  and  Corey 

Dear  Mr.  Kenney: 

As  co-Chairmen  of  the  Project  Area  Committee  for  elderly  housing 
at  Washington  and  Corey,  we  are  writing  to  you  in  order  to 
encourage  your  support  for  this  much  needed  housing. 

We  are  sure  that  you  are  well  aware  of  the  overwhelming  need  for 
elderly  housing  in  the  Allston-Brighton  section  of  Boston. 
According  to  the  BHA,  our  community  maintains  the  greatest  need 
for  this  type  of  housing,  yet  the  least  number  of  available  units, 
The  crisis  worsens  as  the  local  universities  continue  their 
irresponsible  housing  policies,  landlords  continue  their  unethic- 
al practices  and  the  elderly  for  the  most  part  remain  on  unreal- 
istically  meager  fixed  incomes. 

We  would  like  to  have  sufficient  and  economically  feasible 
housing  for  the  elderly  who  wish  to  remain  in  our  community. 

The  Site  Finding  Committee  and  the  Project  Area  Committee  is  made 
up  of  concerned  local  residents  who  have  worked  and  will  continue 
to  work  to  bring  about  a  solution  to  the  problem.   This  develop- 
ment, while  only  making  a  dent,  would  be  an  excellent  start. 

Again,  we  seek  your  support  for  this  project. 

Sincerely, 


//    r ''^' 


Joseph  M.  Smith 

Rabbi  Abraham  Kalbfinger 
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ND  601 
LEGAL  REPORT 


ND-601 LEGAL   REPORT 

A.  LEGAL   INFORMATION   REPORT  (HUD-6103) 

This  information  was  submitted  in  Boston's  first  N.D.P.  application,  which  has  been  filed 
with  H.U.D. 

B.  RESOLUTION  OF  BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  AUTHORIZING  FILING 
OF  APPLICATION 

A  copy  of  this  resolution  is  included  herein. 

C.  OPINION  OF  BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  COUNSEL  RESPECTING 
APPLICATION 

A  copy  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority's  Counsel's  opinion  on  the  proposed  N.D.P. 
application  is  included  herein. 

D.  RESOLUTION  OF  BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  AUTHORIZING 
EXECUTION  OF  N.D.P.   FEDERAL  AID  CONTRACT 

This  resolution  will  be  forewarded  to  H.U.D.  upon  B.R.A.  Board  approval  of  a  N.D.P.  loan 
and  grant  contract. 

E.  RESOLUTION  OF  BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  APPROVING  URBAN 
RENEWAL  PLANS  AND  CONDITIONS  UNDER  WHICH  RELOCATION  PAYMENTS  WILL 
BE  MADE 

This  resolution  will  be  submitted  to  HUD  on  December  15,   1972. 

F.  OPINIONS  OF  BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  COUNSEL  RESPECTING 
URBAN   RENEWAL  PLANS 

Opinions  of  the  B.R.A.  Counsel  respecting  the  four  Urban  Renewal  Plans  are  included  herein. 

G.  RESOLUTION  OF  THE  BOSTON  CITY  COUNCIL  APPROVING  N.D.P.  ANNUAL 
INCREMENT,  FILING  OF  APPLICATION  FOR  FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE,  URBAN 
RENEWAL  PLAN,  AND   FEASIBILITY  OF   RELOCATION 

This  solution  will  be  added  to  the  application  upon  City  Council  approval  of  the  N.D.P. 
application. 

H.      AFFIDAVIT  OF  PUBLICATION     OF  NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARINGS 

Affidavits  certifying  that  notice  of  Boston  City  Council  hearings  were  published  will  be 
included  in  the  N.D.P.  application  after  these  hearings  are  properly  advertised. 

i.       MINUTES  OF  PUBLIC  HEARINGS 

Minutes  of  City  Council  Hearings  or  excerpts  thereof  will  be  included  in  the  N.D.P.  application 
after  these  hearings  are  held. 
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MEMORANDUM  November  2,    1972 

TO:  BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 

FROM:       Robert  T.  Kenney,  Director 

SUBJECT:     REQUEST  AUTHORIZATION  TO  FILE  NEIGHBORHOOD  DEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAMS  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 


In  order  to  secure  funding  during  fiscal  '73  from  the  Department 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  for  an  expanded  Neighborhood  Develop- 
ment Program,  it  is  necessary  to  begin  preliminary  filing  procedures 
with  HUD. 

Work  has  been  accelerated  on  four  Neighborhood  Development  projects 
which  are  of  high  priority  in  terms  of  overall  community  improvement. 
These  projects  are  located  in  the  Lena  Park  area  of  Dorchester,  the 
Gouldville-Dudley  section  of  Model  Cities,  the  East  Boston  waterfront, 
and  the  Washington-Corey  Road  area  of  Allston-Brighton. 

Construction  of  housing  for  the  elderly,  low  and  moderate  income 
families  and  some  middle  income  housing  is  proposed  as  the  predominant 
use  in  these  four  projects.   Excluding  site  development  costs,  the 
total  cost  of  these  projects  will  approximate  $8,447,415   of  which 
$8,020,645  will  be  requested  as  the  federal  capital  grant  under  HUD's 
Neighborhood  Development  Program.   The  attached  Fact  Sheets  contain 
brief  descriptions  of  the  four  projects. 

Final  planning,  budget  preparation,  discussions  with  appropriate 
community  groups,  and  assembly  of  applications  for  federal  assistance 
are  now  underway.   In  this  process,  the  BRA  is  working  closely  with 
community  groups  in  Dor.chester,  Model  Cities,  East  Boston  and  Allston- 
Brighton.   Upon  notification  from  HUD  that  these  projects  can  be 
funded  during  fiscal  '73,  the  Authority  would  then  proceed  with  the 
required  public  hearings  before  the  local  governing  body  as  required. 

These  projects  should  be  submitted  to  HUD  as  soon  as  possible 
so  that  the  necessary  negotiations  can  be  undertaken  to  secure  funding. 
I  am,  therefore,  requesting  authorization  to  file  these  applications  for 
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Page  Two  November  2,    1972 


Neighborhood  Development  Programs  with  the  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development.   An  appropriate  vote  follows: 


VOTED:   In  order  to  continue  the  revitalization  of  Boston's 
neighborhoods  through  the.  Neighborhood  Dsvelopment 
,  Program  of  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop- 
ment, and  in  order  to  secure  adequate  funding  to  carry 
out  these  programs,  the  Director  is  authorized  to  submit 
applications  to  HUD  for  the  NDP  projects  located  in 
Dorchester  (Lena  Park) ,  Model  Cities  (Gouldville-Dudley) , 
East  Boston  (Waterfront),  and  Allston-Brighton  (Washington- 
Corey  Road) . 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  VOTF: 
The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  as  follows: 

(1)  That  he  is  the  duly  qualified  and  actinp  Secretary  of  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority,  hereinafter  called  the  Authority,  and  the  keeper  of 
the  records,   including  the  journal  of  proceedings  of  the  Authority. 

(2)  That  the  following  is  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  a  vote  as  finally 

adopted  at  a  meeting  of  the  Authority  held  on November  2,   1972 

and  duly  recorded  in  this  office: 


Copies  of  a  memorandum  dated  November  2,   1972  were  distributed 
re  Request  for  Authorization  to  File  Neighborhood  Development  Programs  to  the 
Department  of  Housing  cuid  Urban  Development,    attached  to  which  were  copies 
of  a  proposed  vote  and  a  Fact  Sheet  for  Fiscal  Year  1973,   NDP. 

On  motion  duly  made  and  seconded,   it  was  unanimously 

VOTED:  In  order  to  continue  the  revitalization  of  Boston's  Neigh- 
borhoods through  the  Neighborhood  Development  Program  of  the  Department 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development,    and  in  order  to  secure  adequate  funding  to 
carry  out  these  programs,   the  Director  is  authorized  to  submit  applications  to 
HUD  for  the  NDP  projects  located  in  Dorchester  (Lena  Park),   Model  Cities 
(Gouldville-Dudley),   East  Boston  (Waterfront),   and  Allston-Brighton  (Washington- 
Corey  Road), 


(3)  That  said  meeting  was  duly  convened  and  held  in  all  respects  in 
accordance  with  law,    and  to  the  extent  required  by  law,    due  and  proper  notice 
of  such  meeting  w'as  given;  that  a  legal  quorum  was  present  throughout  the  meet- 
ing, and  a  legally  sufficient  number  of  members  of  the  Authority  voted  in  a  proper 
manner  and  all  other  requirements  and  proceedings  under  law  incident  to   the 
proper  adoption  or  the  passage  of  said  vote  have  been  duly  fulfilled,    carried  out 
and  otherwise  observed, 

IS)  That  if  an  impression  of  the  seal  has  been  affixed  below,    it  con- 
stitutes the  official  seal  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  and  this  certificate 
is  hereby  executed  under  such  official  seal. 

(6)  That        Robert  T.   Kennev       is  the Dir_ector 

of  this  Authority. 

(7)  That  the  undersigned  is  duly  authorized  to  execute  this  certificate. 
IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF  the  undersigned  has  hereunto  set  his  hand 

this     twpntv-5,>.venth  day  of November ,   19,72_. 

BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 

By       KGj^  >  }J^^'^  ^  '  '""^ 
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RES.  696-4538 
696-6067 


John  C.  Conlky 

attorney  at  law 

Suite  426 

73  Tremont  St..  Boston.  Mass.  ozioe 


December  1 ,  1972 


Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
City  Hall 

One  City  Hall  Square 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02201 

Re:  Neighborhood  Development  Program  Application 
Boston,  Massachusetts 

Gentlemen: 

I  am  an  attorney-at-law  admitted  to  practice  in  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts.  As  counsel  for  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  in 
the  above-identified  program,  my  opinion,  including  certain  factual 
statements  requested  by  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop- 
ment, is  as  follows: 

1.  I  have  reviewed  the  Legal  Information  submitted  previously  on 
HUD  Form  HUD-6103B.   I  have  made  an  examination  of  applicable 
State  law  and  am  of  the  opinion  that  since  the  date  of  completion 
of  the  said  Legal  Information  form,  there  has  not  been  any  court 
decision  statutory  or  constitutional  enactment,  or  any  revision 
or  amendment  of  any  State  or  local  law  requiring  any  change  or 
supplementation  of  the  Legal  Information  submitted  aforesaid,  and 
that  the  said  Legal  Information  as  of  the  date  of  this  opinion  is, 
to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief,  true  and  correct. 

2.  I  have  reviewed  the  Neighborhood  Development  Program  Application, 
dated  November,  1972,  and  approved  by  the  Local  Public  Agency  on 
November  30,  1972  for  the  Boston  N.D.P.  Program,  including  particu- 
larly the  data  and  information  relating  to  (a)  the  size  and  character 
of  the  urban  renewal  area  constituting  the  Program,  (b)  the  proposed 
Program,  (c)  the  activities  to  be  undertaken  by  the  Local  Public 
Agency  in  carrying  out  the  proposed  Program,  and  (d)  the  proposed 
method  of  financing  the  Program. 

3.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  there  is  no  pending  or  threatened  litiga- 
tion of  any  kind  concerning  said  Program. 

4.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  Local  Public  Agency  has  been  legally  created 
and  is  a  duly  organized  and  acting  public  body  having  the  legal  power  to 
undertake,  carry  out,  and  finance  the  Program  and  Program  activities  des- 
cribed in  the  application  in  the  manner  set  forth  therein  after  completion 
of  the  following  actions: 
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Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 

a)  Approval  of  the  Boston  City  Council  and 
the  Mayor; 

b)  Execution  of  Cooperation  Agreement;  and 

c)  Approval  by  the  Department  of  Community 
Affairs. 

5.   I  am  of  further  opinion,  on  the  basis  of  the  date  and  information 
submitted  in  support  of  the  application: 

a)  That  the  proposed  urban  renewal  areas  constituting  the 
Program  meet  the  requirements  of  State  law,  particularly 
Section  48  of  Chapter  1218,  for  undertaking  the  proposed 
activities  and  carrying  out  the  proposed  Program  therein. 

b)  That  the  proposed  urban  renewal  areas  constituting  the 
Program  are  within  the  meaning  of  Section  110(c)  of 
Title  I  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended. 
Clearance  and  Redevelopment  Areas. 

c)  That  the  Program  and  Program  activities  described  in  the 
application  are  consistent  with  the  Urban  Renewal  Plans 
which  have  been  prepared  for  the  urban  renewal  areas 
comprising  the  areas  covered  by  the  proposed  Program. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Jof^K^C.   Conley 

Attorney  for  Boston  Reilevelopment  Authority 

City  Hall,  Boston,  Mass. 
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MEMORANDUM  December  14,  1972 

TO:  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 

FROM:  Robert  T.   Kenney 

SUBJECT:  REQUEST  APPROVAL   OF  NDP  URBAN  RENEWAL   PLANS  AND  APPROVAL  OF  CONDITIONS 

UNDER  WHICH   RELOCATION  PAYMENTS  WILL  BE  MADE  FOR  THE  EAST  BOSTON   II, 
GOULDVILLE-DUDLEY,   LENA  PARK  AND  WASHINGTON-COREY  AREAS. 


In  order  to  submit  the  Neighborhood  Development  Program  (NDP)  application 
to  HUD,  Board  approval   of  each  of  the  four  urban  renewal   plans  and  conditions 
under  which  relocation  payments  will   be  made  is  necessary. 

Attached  for  your  information  are  copies  of  the  four  NDP  Redevelopment  Plans 
and  a  description  of  the  conditions  under  which  relocation  payments  will   be  made, 

I,   therefore,   reconmend  approval   of  the  following  resolutions  so  that  the  NDP 
applications   for  these  four  areas  may  be  filed  with  HUD. 

The  appropriate  resolutions  are  attached. 
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RESOLUTION  OF  THE  BOSTON   REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  APPROVING  NOP  URBAN  RENEWAL 
PLAN  AND  CONDITIONS  UNDER  WHICH  RELOCATION  PAYMENTS  WILL  BE  MADE  FOR  THE 
EAST  BOSTON  II  AREA 


WHEREAS,  in  connection  with  an  application  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment 
Authority  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "BRA")  to  the  Secretary  of  Housinq 
and  Urban  Development  for  financial   assistance  under  Title  I  of  the  Housinq 
Act  of  1949,   as   amended,  to  carry  out  a  Neighborhood  Development  Proqram, 
approval   by  the  BRA  of  the  Urban  Renewal   Plans  for  the  urban  renewal   areas 
involved  in  such  application  is  required  by  the  Federal  Government  before 
it  will   enter  into  a  contract  for  loan  or  grant  with  the  BRA  under  Title 
I;   and 

WHEREAS,   the  rules   and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Federal   Government 
pursuant  to  Title   I   require  that  the  conditions  under  which  the  BRA  will 
make  relocation  payments  in  connection  with  the  Urban  Renewal   activities 
contemplated  by  the  application  and  the  Fixed  Relocation  Payments  Schedule 
be  officially  approved  by  the  BRA.;   and 

WHEREAS,   there  were  presented  to  this  meeting  of  the  BRA,  for  its  consideration 
and  approval,   copies  of  the  Urban  Renewal   Plan  for  the  East  Boston  II  area, 
dated  November,   1972,  which  Plan  is  entitled  "Redevelopment  Plan:   East  Boston  11", 
and  consists  of  13  pages   and  5  maps  and  a  set  of  conditions  under  which  the 
BRA  will   make  relocation  payments,  which  set  of  conditions  is  set  forth 
in  the  Relocation  Proqram,   including  a  fixed  relocation  payments  schedule, 
attached  hereto  and  marked  for  the  urban  renewal   activities   contemplated 
by  the  application;   and 

WHEREAS,  The  Urban   Renewal    Plan  and  conditions  under  which  the  Local 
Public  Agency  will   make  relocation  payments,   and  the  Fixed  Relocation  Paynants 
Schedule  were   reviewed  and  considered  at  the  meeting;  and 

WHEREAS,  Title  VI  of  the  Civil   Rinhts  Act  of  1964  prohibits  discrimination 
on  the  basis  of  race,  color  or  national   origin  under  any  nrogram  or  activity 
receiving  Federal    financial    assistance  and  Executive  Order  11063  nrohibits 
discrimination  on  basis  of  race,  color,   creed,  or  national   origin  in  sale, 
lease  or  other  disposition  of  residential   pronerty  (including  land  intended 
for  residential    use)  or  in  the  sale  or  occupancy  thereof: 

NOW,   THEREFORE,   BE   IT  RESOLVED: 

1.  That  the  conditions  under  which  the  Local   Public  Agency  will  make 
relocation  payments   are  hereby  in  all   respects  approved. 

2.  That  the  East  Boston  II  Urban  Renewal   Plan  is  hereby  in  all   respects 
approved  and  the  Director  is  hereby  directed  to  file  a  certified  copy  of 
the  Urban  Renewal   Plan  with  the  minutes  of  this  meeting. 

3.  That  it  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that,  where  clearance  is  pronosed, 
the  objectives  of  the  Urban  Renewal   Plan  cannot  be  achieved  through  more 
extensive   rehabilitation  of  the  urban  renewal   area. 
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4.  That  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  be,  and  they  hereby  are,  assured  of  full  compliance  by 
the  BRA  with   regulations  of  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
effectuating  Title  VI  of  the  Civil   Rights  Act  of  1964  and  applicable  Executive 
Orders. 

5.  That  the  Fixed  Relocation  Payments  Schedule  is  hereby  in  all   respects 
approved. 

6.  That  the  Director  is  hereby  designated  to  aoprove  all  claims  for  relocation 
payments. 
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RESOLUTION  OF  THE  BOSTON   REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  APPROVING  NOP  URBAN  RENEMAL 
PLAN  AND  CONDITIONS  UNDER  WHICH  RELOCATION  PAYMENTS  WILL  BE  MADE  FOR  THE 
GOULDVILLE-DUDLEY  AREA 


WHEREAS,   in  connection  with  an  application  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment 
Authority   (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "BRA")'  to  the  Secretary  of  Housina 
and  Urban   Development   for  financial   assistance  under  Title   I  of  the  Housinq 
Act  of  1949,   as   amended,   to  carry  out  a  Neighborhood  Develonment  Pronram, 
approval   by  the  BRA  of  the  Urban  Renewal   Plans  for  the  urban  renewal   areas 
involved  in  such   application  is   required  by  the  Federal   Government  before 
it  will   enter  into  a  contract  for  loan  or  grant  with  the  BRA  under  Title 
I;   and 

WHEREAS,  the  rules   and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Federal   Government 
pursuant  to  Title   I   require  that  the  conditions  under  which  the  BRA  will 
make  relocation  payments   in  connection  with  the  Urban  Renewal   activities 
contemplated  by  the  application  and  the  Fixed  Relocation  Payments  Schedule 
be  officially  approved  by  the  BRA;   and 

WHEREAS,   there  were  presented  to  this  meeting  of  the  BRA,   for  its  consideration 
and  approval,   copies   of  the  Urban  Renewal   Plan  for  the  Gouldville-Dudley  area, 
dated  (November,   1972,  v/hich   Plan  is  entitled  "Redevelopment  Plan:   Gouldville- 
Dudley",   and  consists   of  20  pages  and  4  mans   and  a  set  of  conditions  under 
v/hich   the  BRA  will   make  relocation  payments,  which  set  of  conditions   is 
set  forth   in  the  Relocation  Program,  including  a  fixed  relocation  payments 
schedule,   attached  hereto  and  marked  for  the  urban  renewal   activities  contemplated 
by  the  application;   and 

WHEREAS,  The  Urban   Renewal    Plan  and  conditions  under  which  the  Local 
Public  Agency  will   make  relocation  payments,  and  the  Fixed  Relocation  Payments 
Schedule  v/ere  reviewed  and  considered  at  the  meeting;   and 

WHEREAS,  Title  VI  of  the  Civil   Rights  Act  of  1964  prohibits  discrimination 
on  the  basis   of  race,   color  or  national   origin   under  any  program  or  activity 
receiving  Federal    financial    assistance  and  Executive  Order  11063  prohibits 
discrimination  on  basis  of  race,   color,   creed,  or  national   oriqin  in  sale, 
lease  or  other  disposition  of  residential    property  (including  land  intended 
for  residential   use)  or  in  the  sale  or  occupancy  thereof: 

NOW,    THEREFORE,   BE   IT  RESOLVED: 

will   make 


rel 


1.   That  the  conditions   under  which  the  Local   Public  Agency 
ocation  payments   are  hereby  in  all    respects  approved. 


2.  That  the  Gouldville-Dudley  Urban  Renewal   Plan  is  hereby  in  all    respects 
approved  and  the  Director  is  hereby  directed  to  file  a  certified  copy  of 

the  Urban   Renewal    Plan  with  the  minutes  of  this  meeting. 

3.  That  it  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that,  where  clearance  is   proposed, 
the  objectives  of  the  Urban  Renewal   Plan  cannot  be  achieved  through  more 
extensive  rehabilitation  of  the  urban  renewal   area. 
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4.  That  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  be,   and  they  hereby  are,  assured  of  full   compliance  by 
the  BRA  with   regulations  of  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
effectuating  Title  VI  of  the  Civil   Rights  Act  of  1964  and  applicable  Executive 
Orders. 

5.  That  the  Fixed  Relocation  Payments  Schedule  is  hereby  in  all   respects 
approved. 

6.  That  the  Director  is  hereby  designated  to  approve  all   claims  for 
relocation  payments. 
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RESOLUTION  OF  THE  BOSTON   REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY  APPROVING  NDP  URBAN  RENEWAL 
PLAN  AND  CONDITIONS  UNDER  WHICH  RELOCATION  PAYMENTS  WILL  BE  MADE  FOR  THE 
LENA  PARK  AREA 


WHEREAS,   in  connection  with  an  application  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment 
Authority   (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "BRA")  to  the  Secretary  of  Housinq 
and  Urban  Development  for  financial   assistance  under  Title  I  of  the  Housino 
Act  of  1949,   as   amended,   to  carry  out  a  Neighborhood  Development  Proaram, 
approval   by  the  BRA  of  the  Urban  Renewal    Plans  for  the  urban  renev;al   areas 
involved  in  such  application  is  required  by  the  Federal   Government  before 
it  v/ill  enter  into  a  contract  for  loan  or  grant  with  the  BRA  under  Title 
I;   and 

WHEREAS,  the  rules   and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Federal   Government 
pursuant  to  Title   I  require  that  the  conditions  under  which  the  BRA  will 
make  relocation  payments   in  connection  with  the  Urban  Renewal   activities 
contemplated  by  the  application  and  the  Fixed  Relocation  Payments  Schedule 
be  officially  approved  by  the  BRA;   and 

WHEREAS,  there  v;ere  presented  to  this  meeting  of  the  BRA,  for  its  consideration 
and  approval,   copies  of  the  Urban  Renewal   Plan  for  the  Lena  Park  area,  dated 
November,   1972,  which  Plan  is  entitled  "Redevelopment  Plan:   Lena  Park",  and 
consists  of  19  pages  and  5  maps  and  a  set  of  conditions  under  which  the 
BRA  will   make  relocation  payments,  which  set  of  conditions  is  set  forth  in 
the  Relocation  Program,  including  a  fixed  relocation  payments  schedule,  attached 
hereto  and  marked  for  the  urban  renewal   activities  contemplated  by  the  application; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  Urban  Renewal   Plan  and  conditions  under  which  the  Local 
Public  Agency  will   make  relocation  payments,  and  the  Fixed  Relocation  Payp^onts 
Schedule  were   reviewed  and  considered  at  the  meeting;   and 

WHEREAS,  Title  VI  of  the  Civil   Rights  Act  of  1964  prohibits  discrimination 
on  the  basis  of  race,   color  or  national   origin  under  any  program  or  activity 
receiving  Federal    financial    assistance  and  Executive  Order  11063  prohibits 
discrimination  on  basis  of  race,  color,   creed,  or  national  origin  in  sale, 
lease  or  other  disposition  of  residential   property  (including  land  intended 
for  residential   use)  or  in  the  sale  or  occupancy  thereof: 

NOW,   THEREFORE,   BE   IT  RESOLVED: 

1.  That  the  conditions  under  which  the  Local   Public  Agency  will  make 
relocation  payments   are  hereby  in  all   respects  approved. 

2.  That  the  Lena  Park  Urban  Renewal   Plan  is  hereby  in  all   respects  aporoved 
and  the  Director  is  hereby  directed  to  file  a  certified  copy  of  the  Urban 
Renewal   Plan  with  the  minutes  of  this  meeting. 

3.  That  it  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that,  where  clearance  is  proposed, 
the  objectives  of  the  Urban  Renewal   Plan  cannot  be  achieved  through  more 
extensive  rehabilitation  of  the  urban  renewal   area. 


294 


4.  That  the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Secretary  of  Housinn  and 
Urban  Dtveloprnont  be,   and  they  hereby  are,  assured  of  full   conpliance  by 
the  BRA  v/ith   regulations  of  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
effectuating  Title  VI  of  the  Civil   Rights  Act  of  1964  and  applicable  Executive 
Orders . 

5.  That  the  Fixed  Relocation  Payments  Schedule  is  hereby  in  all   respects 
approved. 

6.  That  the  Director  is  hereby  designated  to  approve  all   claims   for  relocation 
payments. 
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WASHINGTON-COREY  AREA  KtLUCATION  PAYMENTS  WILL  BE  MADE  FOR  THE 


and  Urban  Development  for  financial   L.ifti  '  1°  '5''  Secretary  of  Housinq 

Act  or  19/19,   as   amended     to  carrvm,trL,"u  "".'""l  I'"^  '  "'  »"=  H""^*""" 

approval   by  the  BRA  of  the  urban  Re,  ewal       L.  S""?,    '''I"''™"'  ''™'"'™'   ' 

involved  in  such  appl  ication  is  remHr.^^  ul  ^l  ^S''  tl'^•"■''a"  renewal   areas 

U  Will  enter  into^S  .o.llTa  lo^ToToXlnt  l^ttlJtlS^Z^  '?^^? 

pursuanT?o'TUle™'rLS?rel?a{1hrr.^H'".^"'^'  "/  '"'  '''^^'^  ^°«-^"t 

be  off?cially  approved'b;  ?h;  BRA;  anS        "''  '"'''"*"'"  "'''^"'^  Schedule 

and  approval. 'copfesTf  Te'Scbln  Rene™?  T^tl'f  'L''?.  '^^  ">'•  **=  consideration 
S*rl^"":^f-Js^'^o?if  p      s"^lr  "-^^ 

sched  t     he  "  e"  o°Sn  ™^rked  Z'l^'"'  t  ''''"  ^='°"*'°"  P^^"*"'^ 

by  the  application;   and  "    '"  '"'"™"  "''"'t'"  conte,-olated 

PMhif.""'!!"^'  '^*'?,"*^"  I^e"»'al  Plan  and  conditions  under  which  the  Loral 
^^^':^  ":l!e::5\nl'con1]32re^nrJ^-  t^i^^/^  -oc'Su^^Unts 

dl.rHm?n.ff       '^    financial   assistance  and  Executive  Order  11063  nrolnb  ts 
lease  or  oth^.  T  ^''-l'^  '''' '  ^°^°^'   ^^^^d.  or  national   orio/n^  n     a  e 

fo     reside       alis^Tor?n  ll  '''l''^^''^   P^'^Pe^ty  (includino  land  inLnded 
lur  resiaential   usej  or  in  the  sale  or  occupancy  thereof: 

NOW,    THEREFORE,   BE   IT  RESOLVED: 

^^ir.^'J-^^^  *'^^  conditions  under  which  the  Local   Public  Aqency  will  m?kP 
relocation  payments  are  hereby  in  all   respects  approved.   ^^ 

aDDroOpr?L^^';h   ''^^s^^'^fon-Corey  Urban  Renewal   Plan  is  hereby  in  all    respects 
thnulft  0     *^^D^rGctor  is  hereby  directed  to  file  a  certified  cop/of 
the  Urban  Renewal   Plan  with  the  minutes  of  this  meeting. 

tho  nh/^?-    ^^  ^l  '?^^^^  ^°'^"^  ^"^  determined  that,  where  clearance  is  Dronosed 
expensive   rehabilitation  of  the  urban  renewal   area. 
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I  "^ba'-Dlv:foXt""bran51l;;tS:\"/"^  *"=  Secretary  of  Housing  and 
|[  the  BRA  with  regulations  of  the  Decart^^;  n/r" -"^  *'""   ""PHance  by 

II  effectuating  Title  VI  of  the  «v,-7R,Tts  Act  ^?  ?Q."f  '"I  "'■'""  ""elopLnt 

r  Orders,  ''""  x'^'ts  Act  of  1964  and  applicable  Executive 


approveS'"  """"'''  "^'"""o"  Pay,«nts  Schedule  is  hereby  in  all  respect, 
reloc^tXay.'ents'!''"'"  "  '"''''  ^"'S"^'^''  '"  =PP™ve  all  clai..  for 
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CKUTIKICATE  OF    VOTE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  as  follows: 

(1)  That  he  is  the  duly  qualified  and  acting  Secretary  of  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority,    hereinafter  called  the  Authority,    and  the  keeper  of 
the  records,    including  the  journal  of  proceedings  of  the  Authority; 

(2)  That  the  following  is  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  a  vote  as  finally 

adopted  at  a  meeting  of  the  Authority  held  on December  14.   1972 

and  duly  recorded  in  this  office: 

Copies  of  a  memorandum  dated  December  14,    1972  were  distributed 
re  Approval  of  Neighborhood  Development  Program  (NDP)  Urban  Renewal  Plans 
and  Approval  of  Conditions  Under  Which  Relocation  Payments  will  be  Made  for 
the  East  Boston  II,    Gouldville-Dudley,    Lena  Park  and  Washington-Corey  Areas, 
attached  to  which  were  copies  of  four  (4)  Resolutions.     Copies  of  a  binder  entitled 
"Boston  Neighborhood  Development  Program,    Redevelopment  Plan,    East  Boston, 
Gouldville-Dudley,    Lena  Park,    Washington-Corey,   November  1972,    Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority"  were  distributed. 

A  Resolution  entitled  "Resolution  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Auth- 
ority Approving  NDP  Urban  Renewal  Plan  and  Conditions  Under  Which  Relocation 
Payments  Will  Be  Made  for  the  East  Boston  II  Area"  was  introduced,    read  and 
considered.     On  motion  duly  made  and  seconded,   it  was  unanimously 

VOTED:  To  adopt  the  Resolution  as  read  and  considered. 

The  aforementioned  Resolution  is  filed  in  the  Document  Book  of  the 
Authority  as  Document  No.    2391. 

A  PvCSolution  entitled:  "Resolution  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment 
Authority  Approving  NDP  Urban  Renewal  Plan  and  Conditions  Under  Which  Reloca- 
tion Payments  Will  Be  Made  for  the  Gouldville-Dudley  Area"  was  introduced,    read 
and  considered.     On  motion  duly  made  and  seconded,   it  was  unanimously 

VOTED:  To  adopt  the  Resolution  as  read  and  considered. 

The  aforementioned  Resolution  is  filed  in  the  Document  Book  of  the 
Authority  as  Document  No.    2392. 

A  Resolution  entitled:  "Resolution  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
Approving  NDP  Urban  Renewal  Plan  and  Conditions  Under  Which  Relocation  Payments 
Will  be  Made  for  the  Lena  Park  Area"  was  introduced,    read  and  considered.     On 
motion  duly  made  and  seconded,   it  was  unanimously 

VOTED:  To  adopt  the  Resolution  as  read  and  considered. 

The  aforementioned  Resolution  is  filed  in  the  Document  Book  of  the 
Authority  as  Document  No.    2393. 

A  Resolution  entitled:  "Resolution  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Autliority 
Approving  NDP  Urban  Renewal  Plan  and  Conditions  Under  Which  Relocation  Payments 
will  Be  Made  for  the  Washington-Corey  Area"  was  introduced,    read  and  considered. 
On  motion  duly  made  and  seconded,   it  was  unanimously 

VOTED:  To  adopt  the  Resolution  as  read  and  considered. 

The  aforementioned  Resolution  is  filed  in  the  Document  Book  of  the 
Autliority  as  Document  No.    2394. 
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(3)  That  said  meeting  was  duly  convened  and  held  in  all  respects  in 
accordance  with  law,   and  to  the  extent  required  by  law,   due  and  proper  notice  of 
such  meeting  was  given;  that  a  legal  quorum  was  present  throughout  the  meeting, 
and  a  legally  sufficient  number  of  members  of  the  Authority  voted  in  a  proper 
manner  and  all  other  requirements  and  proceedings  under  law  incident  to  the 
proper  adoption  or  the  passage  of  said  vote  have  been  duly  fulfilled,    carried  out 
and  otherwise  observed. 

(4)  That  the Rcsolution(s) 


to  which  this  certificate  is  attached  is  in  substantially  the  form  as  that  presented 
to  said  meeting. 

(5)  That  if  an  impression  of  the  seal  has  been  affixed  below,   it  con- 
stitutes the  official  seal  of  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority  and  this  certificate 
is  hereby  executed  under  such  official  seal. 

(6)  That    Robert  T.   Kenney is    the  Director 

of  this  Authority. 

(7)  That  the  undersigned  is  duly  authorized  to  execute  this  certificate. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF  the  undersigned  has  hereunto  set  his  hand  this 
21st day  of         December 19  72 


BOSTON  REDEVELOPMENT  AUTHORITY 


BY  . 

Secretary 


LS 
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RES.  696-4538 
696-6067 


John  C.  Conlky 

attorney  at  law 

Suite  426 

73  Tremont  St..  Boston.  Mass.  oasoe 


November  27,  1972 


East  Boston  II  Urban  Renewal  Plan 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
Boston,  Massachusetts 


LEGAL  DATA:  Opinions  of  LPA  Counsel 

Respecting  East  Boston  II  Urban  Renewal  Plan 


Mr.  M.  Daniel  Richardson,  Jr. 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 

Area  Director 

Bulfinch  Building 

15  New  Chardon  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02114 

Re:  East  Boston  II  Urban  Renewal  Plan 
Boston,  Massachusetts 

Dear  Sir: 

I  am  an  attorney- at- law  admitted  to  practice  in  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts.  As  counsel  for  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "Local  Public  Agency")  in  the  above 
identified  project,  my  opinion,  including  factual  statements  requested 
by  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development,  is  as  follows: 

1.  I  have  examined  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan  prepared  by  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority  relating  to  the  East  Boston  II  Urban  Renewal 
Area  in  the  City  of  Boston,  County  of  Suffolk,  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts,  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "Plan"),  which  Plan  is 
more  specifically  identified  as  follows: 

A  printed  document  dated  November,  1972,  entitled  "ND-401 
Redevelopment  Plan  -  East  Boston  11",  consisting  of 
pages  and  5  (maps)  exhibits,  for  the  project  area  in  the 
aforementioned  project. 

2.  The  Plan  in  form  and  substance  is  in  accord  with  applicable  law.  The 
Plan,  when  duly  approved  by  the  Mayor  and  Council  of  the  City  of  Boston 
and  by  the  Division  of  Urban  Renewal  of  the  Department  of  Community 
Affairs  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  will  be  a  valid  Plan, 
meeting  all  the  requirements  of  State  and  local  law  and  Title  I  of  the 
Mousing  Act  of  1949,  es  amended.  The  Plan  is  reasonably  clear,  definite, 
and  unambiguous  and  does  not  provide  for  any  illegal  discriminatory 
action  or  illegal  preferential  action  or  requirement. 
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-  2  - 

East  Boston  II  Urban  Renewal  Plan 


3.  The  territorial  area  covered  by  the  plan  is  within  the  territorial 
jurisdiction  of  the  Local  Public  Agency  and  conforms  to  all  legal 
requirements  pertaining  to  the  eligibility  of  such  area  for  the 
above-identified  project;  and  such  area  under  State  and  local  law 

is  legally  eligible  and  appropriate  for  the  redevelopment,  conservation, 
and  rehabilitation  activities  contemplated  under  the  Plan. 

4.  (a)  The  Plan  includes  all  the  provisions,  drawings,  maps,  documents, 

and  other  items  required  to  be  included  pursuant  to  State  or 
local  law  and  the  applicable  requirements  of  Section  110  (b) 
of  said  Housing  Act. 

(b)  The  Plan  includes  appropriate  provisions  describing  the  real 
property  which  the  Local  Public  Agency  is  to  acquire  and 
includes  appropriate  provisions  for  the  imposition  of  the 
controls  and  other  requirements  of  the  Plan  upon  all  the  real 
property  in  the  project  area  described  in  the  Plan. 

(c)  The  Plan  is  sufficiently  complete  to  permit  a  determination  to 
be  made  as  to  whether  it  conforms  to  the  general  plan  of  the 
community  as  a  whole  and  to  indicate  its  relationship  to 
definite  local  objectives  respecting  appropriate  land  uses, 
improved  traffic,  improved  public  transportation,  improved 
recreational  and  community  facilities  in  Boston. 

(d)  The  provisions  in  the  Plan  respecting  land  uses,  building 
requirements  and  densities,  land  coverage,  and  other  features 
in  the  Plan  are  in  accord  with  State  and  local  law  and  the 
requirements  of  Section  110  (b)  of  said  Housing  Act. 

(e)  The  provisions  in  the  Plan  for  the  vacation  and  dedication 
of  streets,  parkways,  and  other  public  ways  and  for  changes 

in  zoning  or  building  codes  and  regulations  are  in  accord  with 
State  and  local  law,  and  the  controls  of  the  Plan  respecting 
the  future  use  of  the  project  area  described  therein  are 
reasonably  clear  and  legally  effective. 

(f)  The  provisions  in  the  Plan  respecting  the  period  of  duration 
of  the  Plan  and  the  future  changes  in  the  Plan  are  legally 
adequate. 

5.  To  my  knowledge  there  is  no  pending  or  threatened  litigation  of  any 
kind  concerning  the  Plan. 

Yours  truly, 


John  D/Conley 
General  Counsel 
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RES.  696-4538 
696-8067 


John  C.  Conley 

attorney  at  law 

Suite  426 

73  Tremont  St.,  Boston.  Mass.  021  oe 


Ncyember  27,  1972 


Gouldvine-Dudley  Urban  Renewal  Plan 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
Boston,  Massachusetts 


LEGAL  DATA:       Opinions  of  LPA  Counsel 

Respecting  Gouldvi lie-Dudley  Urban  Renewal  Plan 


Mr.  M.  Daniel  Richardson,  Jr. 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 

Area  Director 

Bulfunch  Building 

15  New  Chardon  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02114 

Re:  Gouldvi lie-Dudley  Urban  Renewal  Plan 
Boston,  Massachusetts 

Dear  Sir: 

I  am  an  attorney-at-law  admitted  to  practice  in  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts.  As  counsel  for  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "Local  Public  Agency")  in  the  above 
identified  project,  my  opinion,  including  factual  statements  requested 
by  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development,  is  as  follows: 

1.  I  have  examined  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan  prepared  by  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority  relating  to  the  Gouldville-Dudley  Urban 
Renewal  Area  in  the  City  of  Boston,  County  of  Suffolk,  Commonwealth 
of  Massachusetts,  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "Plan"),  which  Plan 
is  more  specifically  identified  as  follows: 

A  printed  document  dated  November,  1972,  entitled  "ND-401 
Redevelopment  Plan-Gouldville-Dudley" ,  consisting  of 
pages  and  4  (maps)  exhibits,  for  the  project  area  in  the 
aforementioned  project. 

2.  The  Plan  in  form  and  substance  is  in  accord  with  applicable  law.  The 
Plan,  when  duly  approved  by  the  Mayor  and  Council  of  the  City  of  Boston 
and  by  the  Division  of  Urban  Renewal  of  the  Department  of  Community 
Affairs  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  will  be  a  valid  Plan, 
meeting  all  the  requirements  of  the  State  and  local  law  and  Title  I 

of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended.  The  Plan  is  reasonably  clear, 
definite,  and  unambiguous  and  does  not  provide  for  any  illegal  dis- 
criminatory action  or  illegal  preferential  action  or  requirement. 
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3.  The  territorial  area  covered  by  the  Plan  is  within  the  territorial 
jurisdiction  of  the  Local  Public  Agency  and  conforms  to  all  legal 
requirements  pertaining  to  the  eligibility  of  such  area  for  the  above- 
identified  project;  and  such  area  under  State  and  local  law  is  legally 
eligible  and  appropriate  for  the  redevelopment,  conservation,  and 
rehabilitation  activities  contemplated  under  the  Plan. 

4.  (a)  The  Plan  includes  all  the  provisions,  drawings,  maps,  documents, 

and  other  items  required  to  be  included  pursuant  to  State  or 
local  law  and  the  applicable  requirements  of  Section  110(b) 
of  said  Housing  Act. 

(b)  The  Plan  includes  appropriate  provisions  describing  the  real 
property  which  the  Local  Public  Agency  is  to  acquire  and  includes 
appropriate  provisions  for  the  imposition  of  the  controls  and 
other  requirements  of  the  Plan  upon  all  the  real  property  in  the 
project  area  described  in  the  Plan. 

(c)  The  Plan  is  sufficiently  complete  to  permit  a  determination  to  be 
made  as  to  whether  it  conforms  to  the  general  plan  of  the 
community  as  a  whole  and  to  indicate  its  relationship  to  definite 
local  objectives  respecting  appropriate  land  uses,  improved 
traffic,  improved  public  transportation,  improved  recreational 
and  community  facilities  in  Boston. 

(d)  The  provisions  in  the  Plan  respecting  land  uses,  building 
requirements  and  densities,  land  coverage,  and  other  features 
in  the  Plan  are  in  accord  with  State  and  local  law  and  the 
requirements  of  Section  nO(b)  of  said  Housing  Act. 

(e)  The  provisions  in  the  Plan  for  the  vacation  and  dedication  of 
streets,  parkways,  and  other  public  ways  and  for  changes  in 
zoning  or  building  codes  and  regulations  are  in  accord  with 
State  and  local  law,  and  the  controls  in  the  Plan  respecting 
the  future  use  of  the  project  area  described  therein  are 
reasonably  clear  and  legally  effective. 

(f)  The  provisions  in  the  Plan  respecting  the  period  of  duration 

of  the  Plan  and  the  future  changes  in  the  Plan  are  legally  adequate. 

5.  To  my  knowledge  there  is  no  pending  or  threatened  litigation  of  any  kind 
concerning  the  Plan. 

Yours  truly. 


Joj/n  C.   Conley 
Gerieral   Counsel 
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John  C.  Conley 

attorney  at  law 

Suite  426 

73  Tremont  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02ioe 


November  27,  1972 


Lena  Park  Urban  Renewal  Plan 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
Boston,  Massachusetts 


LEGAL  DATA  Opinions  of  LPA  Counsel 

Respecting  Lena  Park  Urban  Renewal  Plan 

Mr.  M.  Daniel  Richardson,  Jr. 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 

Area  Director 

Bui  finch  Building 

15  New  Chardon  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02114 

Re:  Lena  Park  Urban  Renewal  Plan 
Boston,  Massachusetts 

Dear  Sir: 

I  am  an  attorney-at-law  admitted  to  practice  in  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts.  As  counsel  for  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "Local  Public  Agency")  in  the  above 
identified  project,  my  opinion,  including  factual  statements  requested 
by  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development,  is  as  follows: 

1.  I  have  examined  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan  prepared  by  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority  relating  to  the  Lena  Park  [Irban  Renewal 
Area  in  the  City  of  Boston,  County  of  Suffolk,  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts,  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "Plan"),  which  Plan 
is  more  specifically  identified  as  follows: 

A  printed  document  dated  November,  1972,  entitled  "ND~401 
Redevelopment  Plan  -  Lena  Park",  consisting  of    pages 
and  5  (maps)  exhibits,  for  the  project  area  in  the  afore- 
mentioned project. 

2.  The  Plan  in  form  and  substance  is  in  accord  with  applicable  law. 
The  Plan,  when  duly  approved  by  the  Mayor  and  Council  of  the  City  of 
Boston  and  by  the  Division  of  Urban  Renewal  of  the  Department  of 
Community  Affairs  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  will  be  a 
valid  Plan,  meeting  all  requirements  of  State  and  local  law  and 

Title  I  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended.  The  Plan  is  reasonably 
clear,  definite,  and  unambiguous  and  does  not  provide  for  any  illegal 
discriminatory  action  or  illegal  preferential  action  or  requirement.    ^^^ 
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3.  The  territorial  area  covered  by  the  Plan  is  within  the  territorial 
jurisdiction  of  the  Local  Public  Agency  and  conforms  to  all  legal 
requirements  pertaining  to  the  eligibility  of  such  area  for  the  above- 
identified  project;  and  such  area  under  state  and  local  law  is  legally 
eligible  and  appropriate  for  the  redevelopment,  conservation,  and 
rehabilitation  activities  contemplated  under  the  Plan. 

4.  (a)  The  Plan  includes  all  the  provisions,  drawings,  maps,  documents, 

and  other  items  required  to  be  included  pursuant  to  State  or 
local  law  and  the  applicable  requirements  of  Section  110(b) 
of  said  Housing  Act. 

(b)  The  Plan  includes  appropriate  provisions  describing  the  real 
property  which  the  Local  Public  Agency  is  to  acquire  and 
includes  appropriate  provisions  for  the  imposition  of  the 
controls  and  other  requirements  of  the  Plan  upon  all  the 
real  property  in  the  project  area  described  in  the  Plan. 

(c)  The  Plan  is  sufficiently  complete  to  permit  a  determination 
to  be  made  as  to  whether  it  conforms  to  the  general  plan  of 
the  community  as  a  whole  and  to  indicate  its  relationship 

to  definite  local  objectives  respecting  appropriate  land  uses, 
improved  traffic,  improved  public  transportation,  improved 
recreational  and  community  facilities  in  Boston. 

(d)  The  provisions  in  the  Plan  respecting  land  uses,  building 
requirements  and  densities,  land  coverage,  and  other  features 
in  the  Plan  are  in  accord  with  State  and  local  law  and  the 
requirements  of  Section  110(b)  of  said  Housing  Act. 

(e)  The  provisions  in  the  Plan  for  the  vacation  and  dedication 
of  streets,  parkways,  and  other  public  ways  and  for  changes 
in  zoning  or  building  codes  and  regulations  are  in  accord 
with  State  and  local  law,  and  the  controls  in  the  Plan 
respecting  the  future  use  of  the  project  area  described 
therein  are  reasonably  clear  and  legally  effective. 

(f)  The  provisions  in  the  Plan  respecting  the  period  of  duration 
of  the  Plan  and  the  future  changes  in  the  Plan  are  legally 
adequate. 

5.  To  my  knowledge  there  is  no  pending  or  threatened  litigation  of  any 
kind  concerning  the  Plan. 

Yours  truly. 


John/C.   Conley 
General   Counsel 
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RES.  696-4538 
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John  C.  Conley 

attorney  at  law 

Suite  426 

73  Tremont  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  oaioe 


November  27,  1972 


Washington-Corey  Urban  Renewal  Plan 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
Boston,  Massachusetts 


LEGAL  DATA:  Opinions  of  LPA  Counsel 

Respecting  Washington-Corey  Urban  Renewal  Plan 


Mr.  M.  Daniel  Richardson,  Jr. 

Development  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 

Area  Director 

Bui  finch  Building 

15  New  Chardon  Street 

Boston,  Massachusetts  02114 

Re:  Washington-Corey  Urban  Renewal  Plan 
Boston,  Massachusetts 

Dear  Sir: 

I  am  an  attorney-at-law  admitted  to  practice  in  the  Commonwealth  of 
Massachusetts.  As  counsel  for  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "Local  Public  Agency")  in  the  above 
identified  project,  my  opinion,  including  factual  statements  requested 
by  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development,  is  as  follows: 

1.  I  have  examined  the  Urban  Renewal  Plan  prepared  by  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority  relating  to  the  Washington-Corey  Urban  Renewal 
Area  in  the  City  of  Boston,  County  of  Suffolk,  Commonwealth  of  Massa- 
chusetts, (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  "Plan"),  which  Plan  is  more 
specifically  identified  as  follows: 

A  printed  document  dated  November,  1972,  entitled  "ND-401 
Redevelopment  Plan  -  Washington-Corey",  consisting  of 
pages  and  5  (maps)  exhibits,  for  the  project  area  in  the 
aforementioned  project. 

2.  The  Plan  in  form  and  substance  is  in  accord  with  applicable  law. 
The  Plan,  when  duly  approved  by  the  Mayor  and  Council  of  the  City  of 
Boston  and  by  the  Division  of  Urban  Renewal  of  the  Department  of 
Community  Affairs  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  will  be  a 
valid  Plan,  meeting  all  requirements  of  State  and  local  law  and 

Title  I  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended.  The  Plan  is  reasonably 
clear,  definite,  and  unambiguous  and  does  not  provide  for  any  illegal 
disciminatory  action  or  illegal  preferential  action  or  requirement. 
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3.  The  territorial  area  covered  by  the  Plan  is  within  the  territorial 
jurisdiction  of  the  Local  Public  Agency  and  confoms  to  all  legal 
requirements  pertaining  to  the  eligibility  of  such  area  for  the  above- 
identified  project;  and  such  area  under  State  and  local  law  is  legally 
eligible  and  appropriate  for  the  redevelopment,  conservation,  and 
rehabilitation  activities  contemplated  under  the  Plan. 

4.  (a)  The  Plan  includes  all  the  provisions,  drawings,  maps,  documents, 

and  other  items  required  to  be  included  pursuant  to  State  or 
local  law  and  the  applicable  requirements  of  Section  110(b) 
of  said  Housing  Act. 

(b)  The  Plan  includes  appropriate  provisions  describing  the  real 
property  which  the  Local  Public  Agency  is  to  acquire  and  includes 
appropriate  provisions  for  the  imposition  of  the  controls  and 
other  requirements  of  the  Plan  upon  all  the  real  property  in  the 
project  area  described  in  the  Plan. 

(c)  The  Plan  is  sufficiently  complete  to  permit  a  determination  to 
be  made  as  to  whether  it  conforms  to  the  general  plan  of  the 
community  as  a  whole  and  to  indicate  its  relationship  to  definite 
local  objectives  respecting  appropriate  land  uses,  improved  traffic, 
improved  public  transportation,  improved  recreational  and  community 
facilities  in  Boston. 

(d)  The  provisions  in  the  Plan  respecting  land  uses,  building  require- 
ments and  densities,  land  coverage,  and  other  features  in  the  Plan 
are  in  accord  with  State  and  local  law  and  the  requirements  of 
Section  110(b)  of  said  Housing  Act. 

(e)  The  provisions  in  the  Plan  for  the  vacation  and  dedication  of 
streets,  parkways,  and  other  public  ways  and  for  changes  in 
zoning  or  building  codes  and  regulations  are  in  accord  with  State 
and  local  law,  and  the  controls  in  the  Plan  respecting  the  future 
use  of  the  project  area  described  therein  are  reasonably  clear 
and  legally  effective. 

(f)  The  provisions  in  the  Plan  respecting  the  period  of  duration  of 
the  Plan  and  the  future  changes  in  the  Plan  are  legally  adequate; 

5.  To  my  knowledge  there  is  no  pending  or  threatened  litigation  of  any  kind 
concerning  the  Plan. 

Yours  truly, 


M 


JojTn  C.   Conley 
General   Counsel 
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